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THE JEWISH STATE AND 
THE ARAB WORLD 


by Reinhold Niebuhr 


It is quite apparent that the forma- 
tion of a Jewish state in Palestine can- 
not be achieved by the simple consent 
of the Arab world. No solution ac- 
ceptable to the Arabs will give such a 
state any real integrity. An Arab- 
Jewish federation in Palestine would 
certainly not solve the problem. It 
would merely perpetuate animosities 
into the indefinite future. 

Those who believe in the justice of 
the Jewish claims to Palestine are 
persuaded primarily by the desperate 
necessity of the Jews for a homeland 
and the comparative justice of their 
claim to Palestine in terms of ancient 
and historic considerations. With these 
claims the actual present possession of 
the disputed territory by the Arabs is 
in conflict. It is not pretended that 
there can be a simply “just” solution of 
such a conflict, when competing claims 
move on such various levels. 

It is, however, possible in such a cir- 
cumstance to satisfy the Jewish claims 
essentially under the compulsion of 
their great need; and to seek compensa- 
tion for the Arabs by a total settlement 
of the near-eastern situation. The Arabs 
will not have made any substantial con- 
tribution to the defeat of the Axis if 
and when it occurs. It would however 
be a wise statesmanship to allow the 
Arab world to be federated and to give 
it this higher unity in compensation for 
its loss of rights in Palestine. Such a 
quid pro quo would have to involve a 
genuine disavowal of sovereignty over 
a sufficient part of historic Palestine to 
permit a Jewish state to be established 
which would have territorial integrity, 
political independence within the 
framework of a commonwealth of 
nations, and the means of economic 
survival. It would also demand a gen- 
uine improvement of the Arab situa- 
tion in terms of a greater unity and in- 
dependence of that world. The settle- 
ment would require some rigorous self- 
abnegation upon the part of the great 
powers. They will have to cease the 
policy of establishing particular zones 
of influence in this or that Arab state 
and develop a larger policy of mutual 
security. 

Recent developments in North 
Africa have made a larger solution 
more possible and feasible than ever 
before. The ascendancy of American 
power in this sphere of influence makes 
it possible to limit French claims which 
would have been in conflict with such 
a solution. Though American policy 


has pledged itself to the restoration of 
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French power in North Africa it would 
be ridiculous to do no more than to 
establish the status quo ante and not 
insist on the abridgement of imperial 
rights wherever they come in conflict 
with the necessity of an over-all settle- 
ment of the vexing Jewish-Arab and 
the Jewish-world problem. The power 
of America in the present situation has 
the added advantage, that it is not 
embarrassed, as British power is, with 
the problem of the relation of the Arab 
to the whole Moslem world. This em- 
barrassment for Britain has undoubted- 
ly made the solution of the Palestinian 
problem more difficult than some of 
Britain’s critics have been willing to 
admit. 

There is, however, no reason why 
America should mold its policy ac- 


cording to such embarrassments or ac- 
cording to French imperial claims, 
which have no reality in power or in 
justice. American arms have brought 
us into a dominant position in that 
very portion of the world where this 
issue must be solved. It would be 
ridiculous to use our power merely to 
underwrite the past when we have a 
chance to underwrite the future; and 
to help in granting justice to a people 
who have been the first, and the most 
cruelly used, of Hitler’s victims. 


(The above statement was read be- 
fore the Conference of the Committee 
of Christian Leaders, Clergymen and 
Laymen, on Behalf of Jewish Immigra- 
tion into Palestine, held in New York 
on December 14, 1942.) 
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THE CHRISTIAN WORLD MUST ACT 


; ny FACTS about the Hitler extermination plan 
of the Jews, which we brought to light in the 
November issue of the JEWISH FRONTIER, are now a 
matter of public knowledge. The monstrous details 
have been confirmed in such a manner that even the 
most sceptical must be convinced. It is no longer 
only “Jewish organizations” that are clamoring to 
high heaven. The State Department of the United 
States, the Polish Government-in-Exile, and the 
United Nations’ Information Office have all placed 
the melancholy seal of authenticity on the reports 
which were first circulated in the Jewish press. None 
of these bodies may be accused of a desire to exploit 
the Jewish tragedy, or even to focus the attention of 
the world on Jewish sufferings. Consequently, we 
may take it for granted that their statements would 
tend to err on the side of understatement rather than 
the reverse. 


According to the State Department in Washing- 
ton and the United Nations’ Information Office, 
which is an agency of the governments of Australia, 
Belgium, Canada, China, Czechoslovakia, Great 
Britain, Greece, India, Luxembourg, the Nether- 
lands, New Zealand, Norway, the Philippines, 
Poland, South Africa, Yugoslavia, the French 
National Committee and the United States, the num- 
ber of Jews already murdered in Axis-controlled 
Europe has reached the appalling figure of 2,000,000, 
and 5,000,000 more are in danger of extermination. 
This is an even larger figure than that quoted by 
Jewish sources of information. The United Nations 
document further reveals how agonizingly accurate 
were the original “horror stories.” Here is the testi- 
mony of an impartial body: “The means employed 
in deporting from the ghetto all those who survive 
murders and shooting in the street, exceed all imag- 
ination. In particular, children, old people and those 
too weak for work are murdered. Actual data con- 
cerning the fate of the deportees are not at hand, but 
the news is available—irrefutable news—that places 
of execution have been organized at Chelm and Bel- 
zek, where those who survive shootings are murdered 
en masse by means of electrocution and lethal gas. 
The Germans have, in fact, transformed Poland into 
one vast center for murdering Jews, not only those 
of Polish nationality but those of other European 
nationalities also.” 


The Polish Government-in-Exile has never dwelt 
unduly on the fate of its Jewish citizens, but in the 
light of the recent revelations it has been among the 
first to protest. The Poles, despite their own terrible 
sufferings, know that what their Jewish fellows are 
enduring has quite a special character in the roster 
of infamy. Premier Sikorski’s words on the subject 
bring the matter home: “To realize the extent of the 
monstrous massacre of Jews in Poland, you must 


imagine the whole of Manhattan closed in by ghetto 
walls behind which all the Jews of the Western 
hemisphere have been imprisoned, and gradually 
and methodically exterminated in groups of several 
thousands daily by machine-guns, or in lethal gas 
chambers, or by electrocution.” 

Russia has added her voice to the weight of the 
testimony. A statement issued by the Soviet Bureau 
of Information, minces no words: “The cannibalistic 
plan elaborated by Hitler in the beginning of the 
current year, provides for the concentration before 
the end of 1942 in the east of Europe, chiefly in the 
territory of Poland, of about 4,000,000 Jews for the 
purpose of murdering them...” 

And in the face of the most terrible indictment 
ever made against a group of human beings not 
incarcerated in institutions for the criminally insane, 
Germany is silent. Goebbels has nothing to say. 
The charge is not denied. Even though a denial by 
the Nazi propaganda machine would have no signi- 
ficance as far as the credibility of the reports goes, 
German silence has an added sinister implication: 
the crime is not worth denying. There is even an 
obscene satisfaction in letting the world know to 
what lengths the depravity of the Hitler clique can 
go. The sadism is combined with an exhibitionism 
marked “for export.” It is possible that the German 
public itself is unaware of the full monstrosity of its 
government, but the Nazis can thumb their noses at 
those “outside.” 

By this time, the question is no longer one of 
informing the world in regard to these events, or of 
substantiating the truth of these reports. The world 
knows. The evidence is in. The question now is 
what can be done to save the millions still alive. 


It is obvious that the only method at present avail- 
able is to arouse a universal cry of horror sufficiently 
great to reach into Germany, and perhaps thus stay 
the hands of the murderers. Who knows how many 
Lidices stand today because of the general fury at the 
destruction of the Czech village? The wall of silence, 
which at first surrounded the disclosure of the mas- 
sacres, has in some measure broken down. The hush- 
hush policy, advocated even by some Jewish groups, 
as though giving words to the nightmare would 
make it more evil and more real, has at last been 
abandoned. The world, despite its reluctance to look 
into this abyss of blood and tears, finds that it cannot 
turn away. On the day of ‘fasting and prayer pro- 
claimed by the Rabbinate on December 2, many an 
American Jew felt singularly alone. As he witnessed 
the apathy of vast America to this crime against man- 
kind, as he witnessed even the ignorance and com- 
parative indifference of thousands of fellow-Jews, he 
felt outraged and bereft—excluded from the human 
family whose members share in each other's fate. 
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But since then, the significance of Hitler’s organized 
attack on the most basic concept of human morality 
has begun to percolate into the general conscious- 
ness. The press has dignified the subject with articles 
and editorials indicating some awareness of the ex- 
tent of the calamity. Public pronouncements by the 
President of the United States and other officials have 
been made. The ice has begun to crack. 

The most important declaration of all is the his- 
toric statement of the United Nations, in which all 
the Allied governments united in protesting “this 
bestial policy of cold-blooded extermination,” and 
promise solemnly “to insure that those responsible 
for these crimes shall not escape retribution and to 
press on with the necessary practical measures to this 
end.” One cannot exaggerate the significance of this 
statement in which for the first time the Allied 
nations engaged in the second World War react col- 
lectively to the unique tragedy suffered by the Jewish 
people in this war. The Declaration gives open 
recognition to the special martyrdom endured by the 
Jews of Europe, and to the special problem which 
this martyrdom presents. Such a recognition, with its 
assurance of punishment for the guilty, is of enor- 
mous importance because it dispels the notion, com- 
placently indulged in by many Jews as well as non- 
Jews, that the Jewish agony is only an intenser part 
of the general misery of Europe, and requires no 
special measures. 

However, the Declaration of the United Nations, 
though a positive achievement, must be viewed as 
only a beginning. Now that a dent has been made in 
the conscience of the world, the pressure must not 
relax. The Christian world must take up the chal- 
lenge flung to it by Hitler. So far the United States 
has witnessed no such moving demonstrations of soli- 
darity as the prayers of the Bishop of Sweden, as the 
standing in silence of the House of Commons in com- 
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memoration of the massacred, or as the fifteen-minute 
stoppage of work throughout Central and South 
America ordered by the Confederation of Latin- 
American Workers meeting in Mexico. 

We do not believe that our fellow-Americans in 
the United States are less sensitive or less mercifu! 
than men and women in Sweden or Great Britain or 
Latin America. The full impact of these events has 
not yet reached a public accustomed to shrugging off 
the unbelievable as “atrocity-mongering.” It is the 
obligation of responsible organizations to make gen- 
eral a complete awareness of the fact that every pass- 
ing day sees the methodical murder of additional 
thousands. Let the voice of the Christian world, the 
Christian church be heard! Let it be heard in such 
volume that the millions of Germans in Germany, 
who may be ignorant of all the implications of the 
murder machine they have set in motion, will no 
longer be able to stay ignorant. Enough Germans 
surely remain in Germany who can still distinguish 
between even the wantonest acts of war, and a sys- 
tematic cold-blooded carnage which has no military 
objective of any kind. Perhaps there will then be a 
revulsion of feeling in Germany itself strong enough 
to have some effect, if not on Hitler and his immedi- 
ate associates, then on other sections of the Nazi 
government. 

Furthermore, the world must not content itself 
with expressions of indignation. Suggestions have 
been made by the members of the British Labor 
Party that German prisoners of war be exchanged 
for the doomed Jews of Axis-held Europe. The pos- 
sibility of rescuing thousands and of opening havens 
for those about to be slaughtered should be imme- 
diately explored. Unless such acts of rescue are 
launched at once, protestations become a mockery, 
and the civilized world is transformed into a passive 
accomplice of the blackest crime of which history 
holds record. 


CONGRESSMEN PETITION THE PRESIDENT 


eres ROBERT F. WAGNER and a group 
of his colleagues deserve our commendation for 
the petition on Palestine which they submitted in the 
name of an imposing number of Senators and House 
members to President Roosevelt last month. Almost 
two-thirds of the United States Senate and a large 
number of members of the House of Representatives 
have signed the petition, which stresses once again 
America’s obligation to further the establishment of 
Palestine as a Jewish national home. 

This latest appeal to the President concerning the 
position of the Jewish people and the role which 
Palestine must play in the solution of the Jewish 
problem came at a most opportune time—immedi- 
ately after the widespread observance of the twenty- 
fifth anniversary of the issuance of the Balfour 


Declaration in all the democratic countries; on the 
very day when the news of the mass slaughter per- 
petrated by the Nazis on the Jews of Europe threw a 
sinister light upon the gruesome tragedy of Jewish 
homelessness; and shortly after the military events 
in North Africa placed the American armies in 
direct contact with the Moslem, Arabic-speaking 
world. In those days the much needed word of 
encouragement came in the form of the bold and 
outspoken petition of the most influential, liberal 
elements in both houses of Congress. 

It is particularly important that this vigorous 
reminder about the Jewish right to Palestine came 
in the wake of the American occupation of French 
North Africa. It must not be forgotten that Fascist 
propaganda in Morocco, Algeria, and Tunisia did not 
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stop with the advent of the American armies of liber- 
ation. Hitler and Mussolini—with the aid of the 
rabble-rousing Mufti of Jerusalem —still control 
enough propaganda channels by means of which 
they seek to incite the native population against the 
“Jewish war,” against the “Anglo-Jewish-American 
plutocracy, which seeks to destroy Islam, to rob the 
Arabic-speaking peoples of their property and to hand 
it over to the Jews and the Zionists.” Out of strategic 
considerations, our army in North Africa found it 
necessary to make certain (let us hope, temporary ) 
political compromises, such as, for example, the deal 
with the late Darlan. Such opportunism could 
arouse the suspicion in the minds of Jews that per- 
haps out of similar momentary strategic considera- 
tions certain American authorities might conceivably 
make come commitments or vague promises to cer- 
tain local Moslem politicians. We have naturally no 
reason whatsoever to distrust the assurances which 
have come from a highly competent source that so 
far no commitments whatsoever have been made at 
the expense of the Jewish claims either to the Arabs 
of Palestine or the neighboring countries, or to the 
Moslem leaders in North Africa. But the fact that so 
large and influential a group of American parliamen- 
tarians has reminded the President of America’s 
strongly pro-Zionist attitude in the past will certainly 
serve in a large degree as a preventive measure 
against the making of careless promises which might 
in given circumstances lie along the line of least 
resistance. 

The step which the American Palestine Commit- 
tee, headed by Senator Wagner, has taken is timely 
for yet another reason. The day is drawing near 
when we shall have to begin negotiating with the 
American government concerning our political de- 
mands in much more concrete terms than heretofore. 
The conviction that the democratic nations must 
reach a tentative agreement about a great many 
issues that will face the peace conference now, before 
the war is over, is rapidly gaining ground in Wash- 
ington. It is possible that the fate of Palestine will 
also be determined, unofficially, before the armistice 
is signed. At any rate, it is in our interest that the 


American government should crystallize its views on’ 


the future political status of Palestine and its positive 
attitude toward the Jewish demands for a National 
Home. 


While the petition of the Senators and members 
of the House serves to remind the President of the 
obligation which the United States assumed with 
regard to the establishment of the Jewish National 
Home, it would be folly on our part to overlook the 
differences of opinion which exist in important 
American political circles concerning the nature of 
these obligations. A highly authoritative spokesman 
for the State Department, who is generally known to 
be not unfriendly to Zionism, intimated several years 
ago that in his opinion the American obligations 
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with respect to the Jewish National Home were 
moral, and not legal, in character—something in the 
nature of a pious wish. According to his interpreta- 
tion, the right of the United States to meddle in the 
affairs of the British Mandate over Palestine were 
also very circumscribed. He was inclined to the view 
that the United States may intervene only if, because 
of illegal or ill-advised methods employed in the 
execution of the Mandate, American interests were 
in any way harmed or the well-being of American 
citizens were interfered with. 


It is not our intention to enter into legalistic pole- 
mics with professional diplomats and international 
jurists, though we know of other experts who have 
interpreted America’s rights and obligations with 
regard to Palestine in a totally different manner. 
The American government, they argue, is a co- 
author of the Mandate provisions. Before they were 
adopted by the League of Nations they were sub- 
mitted to Washington, because the American gov- 
ernment had maintained (in its note of November 
20, 1922) that the United States had the legal right 
to participate in framing the terms of the various 
mandates, even though it decided not to become a 
member of the League of Nations. As a matter of 
fact, certain changes were introduced in the terms of 
the Palestine Mandate as a result of demands from 
Washington. It is characteristic that while insisting 
that the United States must enjoy economic advan- 
tages in all mandated territories equal to those of all 
League members, Washington refrained from mak- 
ing a similar demand with regard to Palestine out of 
consideration for the “special circumstances” and the 
interests of the Jewish National Home. In view of 
these facts, it is perhaps not easy to consider 
America’s concern with the Jewish claims to Pales- 
tine as merely a moral obligations. The fact that on 
June 30, 1922, the United States Congress unani- 
mously adopted a joint resolution in favor of the 
Jewish National Home—more than three years after 
President Wilson interpreted the term “National 
Home” to mean “a Jewish Commonwealth” — 
speaks strongly against the view that American com- 
mitments as regards the Jewish claims to Palestine 
are not legally binding. 

But perhaps all these comments have little bear- 
ing on the problem which we are facing today. 
Granted that all the documents which express the 
American attitude to Palestine are in the nature of 
moral rather than legal obligations. Yet there is 
every reason why today we, and our non-Jewish 
fellow-citizens, should demand that our government 
treat its moral obligations as well with the fullest de- 
gree of responsibility. The present war is not merely 
a war against the violation of certain diplomatically 
established obligations. It is a war for the fair treat- 
ment of peoples and races regardless of whether the 
victims of past injustices have been given certain 
“legal” promises or not. The Jewish community in 
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America need feel no qualms whatsoever about urg- 
ing the American government to make good also on 
its moral obligations which have found their expres- 
sion in Congressional resolutions, Presidential declar- 
ations and expressed sentiments of large sections of 
the American public. Such efforts on the part of the 
Jews of America will only serve to demonstrate their 
deep faith in the moral forces motivating the Amer- 
ican people. In these efforts American Jews are cer- 
tain to be encouraged by the Congressional petition, 
by the forceful reminder that moral obligations are 
actual pledges to be redeemed. 

A propos the recent petition to the President, it is 
worth mentioning a similar document which was 
presented to the President of the United States more 
than fifty years ago. On March 5, 1891, President 
Harrison was the recipient of a Memorial which 
called upon him to exert his influence in behalf of 
returning Palestine to the Jewish people. The Jews 
who were brutally expelled from their homeland by 
th Roman conquerors, the Memorial stated, have as 
much right to their ancient land as the Bulgarians 
have to Bulgaria and the Serbs to Serbia. A group of 
prominent Gentile Americans reached this conclu- 
sion, and decided to present it to their government 
almost seven years before the first Zionist Congress 
took place. (The Memorial was signed, among 
others, by Melville Fuller, Chief Justice of the United 
States Supreme Court at the time; T. B. Reed, Speaker 
of the House of Representatives; Robert Hitt, 
Chairman of the House Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs; William McKinley, who later became Presi- 
dent of the United States; William Russell, Governor 
of Massachusetts; Cardinal Gibbons, and most inter- 
estingly—George Jones, the non-Jewish owner of 
the "New York Times.’’) 

The Memorial to President Harrison certainly has 
no legal status. But it is an expression of the same 
sentiment and the same desire to undo a great 
historic wrong which permeates the present Con- 
gressional petition. The recent petition does not 
ignore the purely legal aspect of America’s obliga- 
tion to the Jews as regards Palestine, but its emphasis 
is on America’s moral duty to play a leading role in 
the full emancipation of the Jewish people. This call 
on the part of so large a number of democratically 
minded representatives of the American pepole will, 
we know, not be a voice that crieth in the wilderness. 
America’s conscience will not remain indifferent to it. 


Statement By Senator Robert F. Wagner, 
of New York, Chairman of the American 
Palestine Committee 


This Declaration, signed by 62 members of the 
United States Senate and 183 members of the House 
of Representatives, is an action of world significance. 
It is expressive of a deep-seated sentiment in favor of 
the Jewish Homeland in Palestine which is wide- 
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spread among the American people, and represents 
also a striking reaffirmation of a traditional American 
policy. I am gratified that the initiative in this matter 
has come from the American Palestine Committee 
which Senator McNary and I have the honor to head, 
and by the further fact that nearly two-thirds of the 
Senate has expressed itself in such clear terms. It will 
be noted that the support which it records is non- 
partisan. The list of signatories is headed by Majority 
Leader Barkley and Minority Leader McNary in the 
Senate and by Majority Leader McCormack and Mi- 
nority Leader Martin in the House of Representatives. 
It includes 18 members of the Senate Committee on 
Forign Relations. 

We have been impelled to reiterate our position at 
this time by the horrifying reports which have been 
pouring in concerning the mass slaughter of European 
Jews, acts of brutality which have shocked decent 
humanity everywhere. These terrible facts not only 
call for universal condemnation of the Nazis and 
sympathy for their victims, but also demand of us a 
statesmanlike, constructive policy which will provide 
a more secure and dignified future for the Jewish 
people in the democratic world of tomorrow. The 
statement which we are releasing today is in a sense 
an answer to the Nazis; but it is, above all, the public 
declaration of such a constructive policy aiming at the 
solution of the problem through the re-establishing 
of a Jewish Commonwealth in Palestine. 

In behalf of the signatories, I have today submitted 
the statement to President Roosevelt and to Secretary 
Hull. 

December 10th, 1942, Washington, D. C. 


Text of Congressmen’s Declaration On 
Palestine and the Jewish Problem 


Twenty-five years ago the British Government issued 
the Balfour Declaration pledging itself to facilitate 
the establishment of a National Home for the Jewish 
people in Palestine. The Declaration was published 
to the world with the approval of the other Powers 
allied with Great Britain in the World War, and with 
the encouragement and support of the Government of 
the United States. It was written into the Peace 
Treaty with the aid and approval of President Wilson 
who publicly expressed his confidence that the pur- 
poses of the Declaration would be fulfilled. A few 
years later, the House of Representatives and the 
S-nate of the United States, by unanimous vote, 

{opted a joint resolution favoring the establishing 
of the Jewish National Home, and on September 21, 
1922, the resolution was duly signed by President 
Harding. Since then, this policy has been reaffirmed 
by every succeeding Administration, including the 
present. It has thus become the declared and tradi- 
tional policy of the United States to favor the restora- 
tion of the Jewish National Home. 

The Balfour Declaration was justly hailed through- 
out the world as an act of historic reparation and as 
a charter of freedom for the Jewish people. It was 
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designed to open the gates of Palestine to homeless 
and harassed multitudes and to pave the way for the 
establishment of a Jewish Commonwealth. 

The reasons which, twenty-five years ago, led the 
American people and the Government of the United 
States to favor the cause of Jewish national restora- 
tion in Palestine are still valid today. In fact, the case 
for a Jewish Homeland is overwhelmingly stronger 
and the need more urgent now than ever before. In 
Palestine the resettlement has advanced from the sta- 
tus of a hopeful experiment to that of a heartening 
reality, while in Europe the position of the Jews has 
deteriorated to an appalling degree. Millions of up- 
rooted and homeless Jews will strive to reconstruct 
their lives anew in their ancestral home when the 
hour of deliverance will come. 

We, therefore, take this occasion, the twenty-fifth 
anniversary of the issuance of the Balfour Declara- 
tion, to record our continued interest in and support 
of the purposes and principles which it embodies. We 
wish to send a message of hope and cheer to those in 
Palestine who are confronting the common enemy 
with courage and fortitude and are contributing un- 
stintingly of their manpower and effort to the demo- 
cratic cause. 

Faced as we are by the fact that the Nazi govern- 
ment, in its Jewish policy, is attempting to extermin- 
ate a whole people, we declare that, when the war is 
over, it shall be the common purpose of civilized man- 


_ kind to right this cruel wrong insofar as may lie in our 


power, and, above all, to enable large numbers of the 
survivors to reconstruct their lives in Palestine where 
the Jewish people may once more assume a position 
of dignity and equality among the peoples of the 
earth. 

Our Government may be assured that in continu- 
ing the traditional American policy in favor of so 
just a cause, it can rely upon our individual support 
and the approbation of the American people. 


U. S. Senators 


John H. Bankhead, 2nd, Alabama; W. Warren Barbour, New 
Jersey; Alben W. Barkley, Kentucky; Ralph O. Brewster, Maine; 
Styles Bridges, New Hampshire; Prentiss M. Brown, Michigan; 
Harold H. Burton, Ohio; Hugh A. Butler, Nebraska; Harry Flood 
Byrd, Virginia; Arthur Capper, Kansas; Albert B. Chandler, 
Kentucky; Tom Connally, Texas; James J. Davis, Pennsylvania; 
Sheridan Downey, California; Walter F. George, Georgia; Guy 
M. Gillette, lowa; Carter Glass, Virginia; Theodore Francis Green, 
Rhode Island; Joseph F. Guffey, Pennsylvania, Chan Gurney, 
South Dakota; Carl A. Hatch, New Mexico; Clyde L. Herring, 
lowa; Lister Hill, Alabama; Rufus C. Holman, Oregon; James H. 
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UNITED FRONT AGAINST ZIONISM 


by Shlomo Grodzensky 


ITH THE formation of the American Council 
for Judaism a new link has been added to an 
anti-Zionist axis which has been in the making for 
some time. Since American Jewry is now the strong- 
est and most secure Jewish community in the world, 
the new organization threatens to become the most 
formidable anti-Zionist force in this crucial period. 
The potential menace of the American Council for 
Judaism must be emphasized very strongly. This 
minority group in the Reformed Rabbinate may be 
taken more lightly than it deserves by Zionists and 
friends of a Jewish Palestine because of certain com- 
ical aspects in its pronouncements and declarations. 
One may smile at the anti-nationalism of a group of 
flag-waving, hundred percent patrioteers none of 
whom has even shown the slightest evidence of civic 
non-conformity where the darker aspects of Ameri- 
can nationalism were concerned. Has anyone ever 
heard, to take one instance, of the activities of Rabbi 
Lazaron on behalf of a certain racial minority whose 
lot is known not to be too bright under the reign of 
that specific American chauvinism which is in power 
in his native Baltimore and southwards? It is no 
doubt much easier to fight Jewish “nationalism.” 
The founders of the American Council for Juda- 
ism are equally aghast at the “danger of Jewish secu- 
- larism” yet one cannot help but be puzzled at times 
by the religion of these crusaders. Here is Rabbi 
William F. Rosenblum of Temple Israel in New 
York, an outstanding member of the Council, speak- 
ing as a Jewish theologian. “There is no reason why 
for Jewish Americans there shall not be a modern, 
vibrant, vigorous application of Jewish faith which 
will be thoroughly and dominantly American.” 
There follows the recipe for the above: “We merely 
say to our neighbors and to the world at large that 
for us here in America, our prayers and our customs 
will be so shaped as to be intelligible not only to our 
children, but to all Americans and that we shall so 
use our Jewish heritage that all who may wish to 
come to our temple will find themselves at home. 
Thus on our part the oft-repeated aim to bring Chris- 
tian and Jew together will become more than a pious 
phrase or a publicity slogan.” The recent Christmas 
holiday has given the same rabbi an opportunity for 
another “application” of the “thoroughly and dom- 
inantly American” version of the Jewish faith. The 
New York Times of December 26, 1942, reports a 
Christmas message issued by Rabbi William F. Ros- 
enblum from which we shall quote only a few sen- 
tences as samples of the theology of this vibrant anti- 
secularist. “The distance which separates the faith 
that was born on Mt. Sinai and the faith expressed in 
the Sermon on the Mount has been exaggerated 


needlessly by Christians and Jews in the past twenty 
centuries and it is high time that the Old Testament 
sayings of Jesus which are repeated in the New Tes- 
tament should be used as a common religious text in 
synagogues as well as in Church and thus give a con- 
crete proof to the world that instead of using the 
death of Jesus as a barrier the life and essentially 
Jewish sayings of this great figure can be used as a 
bond between Jew and Christian.” 

We trust that most readers of the JEWISH FRON- 
TIER have in them enough of the amateur theologian 
to get all the grotesque humor out of the quoted sen- 
tences without the help of a commentary. Yes, there 
is no doubt that these fighters against “nationalism” 
and “secularism” are excellent material for a satirist, 
and yet, it would be a grave mistake on our part to 
take this new anti-Zionist organization too lightly. 
Beneath the theological drapery there lurk very real 
political aims and ambitions. 


The significance of the American Council for 
Judaism can be grasped only if considered against 
the background of the present situation in regard to 
Zionism and the prevalent moods in American 
Jewry. The founders of the American Council for 
Judaism are not anti-Zionists of the old type. To 
quote Rabbi Morris Lazaron: “The non-Zionist 
Rabbis are not opposed to Palestine reconstruction. 
We favor as large an immigration into Palestine as 
possible.” Rabbi Wolsey declares: “We are inter- 
ested in the development of Palestine as a refuge for 
persecuted Jews.” They are opposed to “a Jewish 
state, a Jewish flag, or a Jewish army,” to “the idea 
of a political state under Jewish domination in 
Palestine or anywhere else.” 

To those ignorant of the realities of the Palestine 
problem these statements may sound reassuringly 
decent. The true nature of the program of the neo- 
anti-Zionists becomes apparent only when one re- 
members that the White Paper of 1939 is already in 
effect. According to this document only 75,000 
more Jews were to be permitted into Palestine. 
Recently the Palestine government saw fit to an- 
nounce in its Official Gazette that about one half of 
the above 75,000 have already entered the country. 
What does “as large an immigration in Palestine as 
possible” mean in terms of this situation? The “poli- 
tical program of the Zionist Organization” to which 
Rabbi Lazaron and his friends object so strenuously 
and actively is a proposal to prevent the implementa- 
tion of the White Paper and save the original inten- 
tions of the Balfour Declaration and the Mandate. 
In combating the idea of Palestine as a Jewish Com- 
monwealth, the anti-Zionist rabbis and their lay 
backers give their sanction to the White Paper. It is 
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to fight Zionism and all that it means to millions of 
hopeless and homeless Jews that the American 
Council for Judaism was founded and not those 
bogies of “Jewish nationalism” and “secularism.” 

Behind this militant anti-Zionism is a powerful 
human instinct—fear. The animal fear for the loss 
of security and position is beyond all the excessive 
and unwholesome flag-waving of these well-situated 
Jews. At present and in the years to come there is 
the danger that these fears of our upper layer will 
spread to those who are economically beneath them, 
who carry within them the memory of the Coughlin 
days which preceded the present war and are harassed 
by nightmare visions of their possible repetition. 
These fears are probably the explanation for the 
resignation with which so many American Jews have 
accepted the slaughter of hundreds of thousands and 
perhaps millions of fellow Jews in Europe. Tomor- 
row, after the war, our friends, the victors over Hitler, 
may ask us out of gratitude for the destruction of our 
greatest enemy to make a few “minor concessions’ 
for the sake of the new era of peace and brotherhood. 
The renunciation of Palestine may be one of those 
concessions. 

The opponents of the Jewish national home in the 
British government have always tried to prevent the 
impression that they are imposing upon the Jews the 
liquidation of the national home by crude force. The 
British anti-Zionists are eagerly searching for Jewish 
cooperation in the liquidation of Zionism. The 
American Council for Judaism is the American sec- 
tion of an army of “White Jews” who are now 
grooming themselves for this task. 


Il. 

Only a few years ago the idea of an organized anti- 
Zionism in Palestine would have been waved aside as 
an impossible joke. Dr. J. L. Magnes, the American- 
born President of the Hebrew University, has made 
this too a reality in this time of paradoxes. In an 
article which appeared in the last issue of the JEWISH 
FRONTIER we told the detailed story of the eventful 
debut of the Ichud, the new political party recently 
organized under the leadership of Dr. Magnes. After 
an account of the early mishaps of the new political 
force we ended on an almost hopeful note. The 
declaration on Jewish immigration which the Ichud 
issued early in October had raised the hopes that the 
Ichud might yet become a constructive section of the 
Zionist movement. However, we did raise the ques- 
tion whether Dr. Magnes, with his well known views 
on the Palestine problems, could be associated with a 
program which rejected any political restrictions on 
Jewish immigration and denounced a permanent 
minority status for the Jewish community in 
Palestine. 

That these doubts were justified is proved by a 
letter which Dr. Magnes has recently written to 
Rabbi Morris S. Lazaron of Baltimore. It is quoted 
in a letter of Rabbi Lazaron to the editor of the 
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Baltimore Jewish Times of December 4, 1942. Dr. 
Magnes writes to Rabbi Lazaron: 

“It is well that you and your associates have 
spoken and I hope you will keep on clarifying 
all aspects of your principles.... I am opposed 
to the political content of the Zionist program 
not because it is political but because I think 
the content under present conditions is likely to 
provoke civil war in Palestine and confusion 
abroad. ... It is true that Jewish nationalism 
tends to confuse people not because it is secular 
and not religious but because this nationalism 
is unhappy, chauvinistic, narow and _terroristic 
in the best style of European nationalism.” 


It may not be superfluous to remind the reader to 
whom Dr. Magnes is giving this blessing and en- 
couragement. Dr. Lazaron is the ecclesiastical gentle- 
man who in 1940 on the eve of Dr. Weizmann’s 
first war-time visit to the United States warned the 
Zionist leader not to dare come to the American 
shores lest this be interpreted as a foreign interven- 
tion in the affairs of Americans who happen to be 
of the Jewish faith. Rabbi Lazaron is the real founder 
and leader of the American Council for Judaism 
among whose lay members are a few Jewish mil- 
lionaires, who have in recent years refused to make 
their contributions (or reduced them considerably ) 
to the United Jewish Appeal because its funds also 
go to cover the budget of the Jewish Agency for 
Palestine. Mr. Arthur Hays Sulzberger, publisher of 
the New York Times, holds the record as a non-con- 
tributor to the United Jewish Appeal, having failed 
to contribute for the last four years on the ground 
of his principle objections to Palestine. Dr. Lazaron 
and some of his friends have not restricted their 
anti-Zionist activities to public propaganda. There 
is ample avidence of quieter and more harmful acti- 
vities in government departments and the private 
offices and residences of influencial Americans. 

We needn’t dwell too long on the implications 
of Dr. Magnes’ statements about “Jewish national- 
ism.” It is obvious what “European nationalism” Dr. 
Magnes has in mind when he states that it has been 
the model of the “unhappy, chauvinistic and narrow 
and terroristic’ nationalism which is supposed to 
predominate in Jewish Palestine. Dr. Magnes stands 
on the ground which has become hallowed by several 
generations of pioneers whose every step has been 
burdened by the gravest scruples of an ever wakeful 
conscience in regard to the rights of their neighbors. 
He is speaking of a movement which has colonized 
hundreds of thousands of people without causing the 
removal of the native inhabitants from their villages. 
That community has contributed to the vocabulary 
of political warfare the unique term, Haviaga, self- 
imposed restraint from retaliating against the most 
murderous bands of nationalists our time has seen 
with the exception of the Nazi gangster. But Dr. 
Magnes cannot see any difference between this 
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Jewish “nationalism™ and the nationalisms of Hitler 
and Mussolini. 

Living in the land of A. D. Gordon, of Dagania 
and Ain Harod, of tens of thousands who are daily 
dedicating their lives to build a society imbued with 
the spirit of prophetic Judaism, Dr. Magnes is yearn- 
ing for the more rarefied atmosphere prevailing (on 
Sundays) in the Temple Emanuel and Rodeph Sho- 
lom. There is no doubt that Dr. Magnes is in his 
own way devoted to Palestine. Even he is, as he 
stated in a letter to the New York Times on the oc- 
casion of the recent anniversary of the Balfour Dce- 
laration, proud of the social and economic achieve- 
ments of Jewish pioneering. It is in the political and 
spiritual realm that Dr. Magnes is a dissatisfied man. 
Palestine—a mere home for the uprooted, disposses- 
sed, and hard-driven? No. Such aims are too petty 
and too worldly for “ancient Israel.” We must strive 
for higher things—for an “inter-religious and inter- 
racial home” governed by Uni Abdul Bey Hadi and 
financed by Club Harmonie in New York. 

Until a few years ago our wealthier co-religionists 
could hardly have been expected to take an interest 
in such hare-brained schemes as an “inter-religious 
and inter-racial home” in Palestine. The times have 
changed. Jewish philanthropy, too, has larger ambi- 
tions than the mere distribution of alms. Jewish 
achievements in Palestine have undoubtedly cast a 
little glory on Jews everywhere. If the whole busi- 
ness could only be taken out of the hands of the 
“political” and “secular” Zionists, Palestine, with the 
university in Jerusalem, the “capitol of three world 
religions,” with hospitals and clinics, even with those 
cooperative agricultural villages, would become the 
pride and glory of those Jewish millionaires who 
in the United States regard every union as a threat 
to American liberty and the New Deal as an Amer- 
ican version of Bolshevism. It is true that such a 
Palestine could offer very little in alleviating the 
needs of European Jewry. But haven’t some American 
Jews their own trobules, their own distress? There 
is suffering involved in not being accepted in the 
best American society, in having some desirable 
hotels and country clubs barred to one merely be- 
cause he is a Jew, however unsecular. For these sor- 
rows even a Palestine restricted in accordance with 
the letter and the spirit of the White Paper may 
offer a bit of solace and compensation. 

Of course, the present Arab leaders may not agree 
even to this “inter-religious and inter-racial home” 


.and one may be sure that the adherents of the Amer- 


ican Council for Judaism will not fight for it with 
that tenacious resolution which Jewish pioneers have 
shown in fighting for their home. But not much is 
to be lost. After all, our anti-Zionist plutocracy has 
an interest in Palestine only as a super-plaything 
which can be easily renounced if its maintenance in- 
volves too much effort or sacrifice. 

The “inter-religious and inter-racial home” that 
Dr. Magnes is offering his friends in the American 
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ouncil for Judaism is the dream of a highminded, 
mission-obsessed egotist. To Dr. Lazaron and his 
friends it is a God-sent weapon against the dreaded 
Jewish Commonwealth. Although their points of 
departure and aims may not be the same, they have a 
common objective of attack and therefore the basis 
for a united front. 


Il. 


The anti-Zionist axis which is now emerging in 
the United States, England, and Palestine should be 
regarded as a serious challenge by the Zionist move- 
ment. These people have on their side money, prom- 
inent names, valuable social connections. Their am- 
bitions are facilitated by a non-aggressive Zionist 
movement, and, to use Reinhold Niebuhr’s excellent 
expression, the low visibility of the average Jew. It 
is the the duty of American Zionism to banish all 
doubts that it speaks for the overwhelming majority 
of American Jewry and to make clear that “Jewish 
universalism” d/¢ Lazaron-Magnes is a travesty of 
Jewish sorrow and Jewish hope in our tragic time. 


Zionism and 
Dual Loyalties 


by Norman Bentwich 


L IS singular that, twenty-five years after the issue 
of the Balfour Declaration, the hoary objection to 
Zionism has been raised again, that it involves a dual 
loyalty on the part of those Jews at any rate who are 
not British subjects. Loyalty to Palestine, it is sug- 
gested, might be in conflict with loyalty to the country 
in which they are citizens. The objection was current 
in the early days of the Zionist movement, before the 
British Government had pledged itself to facilitate 
the establishment of the Jewish National Home, and 
the Allied Powers and, later, the League of Nations 
adopted that purpose as a part of the international 
order. As that view is still held—often by persons of 
good will—both in non-Jewish and Jewish circles, it 
may be worth while to examine the question afresh. 
One of the primary causes of the difficulty is the 
ambiguous use of the word “nationality.” The same 
term is used to denote membership of a State which 
is more properly called citizenship, and membership 
of an ethnic group which is bound together by lan- 
guage, religion, history and common aspirations. In 
English, sometimes “nation” is used for the political 
unit and the word “nationality” for the cultural unit. 
The two things are fundamentally different because 
the modern nation State is regularly composed of a 
number of ethnic nationalities. So at the time of the 
movement for Italian unity, one of the writers of the 
Risorgimento distinguished between “nationalita nat- 
urale,”’ which signifies the cultural association, and 
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“nationalita politica,’ which signifies the tie with the 
State. Normal nationalities, indeed, inhabit a geo- 
graphic unit, which is the national home. It is the 
essential aim of Zionism to make the Jews again a 
norma] nationality in this sense. The Jews have been 
outstanding in world history for two thousand years 
as a people who have the strongest sense of national- 
ity and have preserved with unparalleled devotion 
their national culture, but have lacked a national 
home. 

The French Revolution introduced the idea of the 
nation-State, the political unit, in which all the inhabi- 
tants should share a common culture and feel them- 
selves part of a single nationality. Under the influence 
of that conception a sacrifice was asked of the Jews 
as a condition of their political emancipation. They 
should renounce their belief that they were a nation- 
ality, and in place of it regard themselves as members 
of a special religious community. Israelites by reli- 
gion, Frenchmen, Dutchmen, etc., by nationality was 
the principle of liberalism for a time. But in other 
countries that idea did not take hold. In the United 
Kingdom and the British Empire there has always 
been an unquestioned recognition of many national- 
ities within the single citizenship and State—Welsh, 
Scotch, Irish are obvious national groups; and in the 
course of the nineteenth century, Canadians, Austral- 
ians and South Africans also developed a strong sense 
of a separate nationality. So the English retained an 
understanding and respect for Jewish nationality. 
Such movement as there was for its renunciation came 
from within the Jewish community; and the non- 
Jewish Englishman has tended to have greater respect 
for the Jew who holds to his separate culture and 
consciously recognises his distinctiveness than for the 
Jew who claims that he is differentiated only in reli- 
gion. In Central Europe, also, before the hideous 
relapse into Nazism, the State recognized the existence 
of a number of nationalities, enjoying equal civil and 
political rights, but preserving their language, culture 
and ideals. At the end of the last war the Jew in 
Central Europe secured recognition through the 
Minority Treaties that he was a member of a nation- 
ality. 

Historical philosophers of our time have emphas- 
ized the value to the State of preserving and fostering 
these national differences. Thus, Lord Acton, the 
champion of the Liberal tradition, wrote: “The pres- 
ence of different nations under the same sovereignty 
is similar in its effect to the independence of Church 
and State. It provides against the servility which 
flourishes under the shadow of a single authority by 
balancing the interests, multiplying associations, and 
giving to the subject the restraint and support of out- 
ward opinion.” And Lord Bryce, another great cham- 
pion of Liberalism, stressed the benefit of differenti- 
ation of cultures within the States. That idea was 
expressed by an English man-of-letters of the last gen- 
eration: “Let us hang on to our sacred differences.” 
And one of the big minds in American Jewry, the 
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late Justice Brandeis, wrote with special reference to 
the Zionist outlook: “Each race and people, like each 
individual, has a right and duty to develop, and only 
through such differentiated development will a high 
civilization be attained.” Recently another leading 
thinker in America, a Christian professor at the Union 
Theological Seminary, has said: “The philosophy of 
Jewish nationalism is an expression of a national will 
to live which transcends traditional orthodox religion. 
Collective survival impulse is as legitimate as an indi- 
vidual one. Justice in history is concerned with collec- 
tive, as well as with individual, rights.” He deduces 
that the Gentile world must on the one hand pre- 
serve and extend the democratic standard of tolerance 
and of cultural pluralism to allow the Jews a place as 
a nation among nations; and must, on the other hand, 
support more generously the legitimate aspirations of 
Jews for a homeland. Jewish dissimilation is as im- 
portant for the well-being of the community as Jewish 
assimilation. 

So much for the question of Jewish nationality. But 
what of the dual loyalty of the Zionist who works for 
the restoration of the National Home in Palestine and 
is a citizen of a State which is not the sovereign of 
Palestine? For British Jews the difficulty does not 
arise because Great Britain, as the mandatory for 
Palestine, exercises sovereign rights. But for Zionists 
who are not British subjects, it is said, the conflict of 
loyalties may occur. The objection is based on that 
false conception of the nation-State which denies the 
right of the group to foster its own tradition and cul- 
ture. The Jew, Zionist or non-Zionist, recognizes 
and, indeed, cherishes his duty to carry out fully the 
obligations of citizenship in the country of which he 
is a member. In times of peace that does not prevent 
him from taking a deep interest and exercising his 
talents in the cause of the home where his people are 
re-establishing their national center. His loyalty to 
their culture and tradition does not only not reduce 
his loyalty to his country of birth—or adoption—but 
may strengthen it. For loyalty, like charity, is not a 
fund which is exhausted by expenditure on an object, 
but is nourished by exercise. And just as Scots and 
Irish abroad who are devoted to the country of their 
ancestors are frequently outstanding citizens of other 
countries, so Jews who are enthusiastic for the revival 
of Jewish life in Palestine are often leaders and con- 
tributors to the cultural wealth of the countries of 
which they are citizens. To take a ready example from 
another democratic country: the late Justice Brandeis 
and Justice Frankfurter would be accepted as out- 
standing Americans of their generation. And they 
were Zionist leaders. 

We may compare with that liberal conception in 
the democratic countries the bitter lot in the totalitar- 
ian States. Tragic expression is given to the failure of 
the Jew seeking to be completely assimilated in Ger- 
many, in a poem written a few years before the 
outbreak of this war by the Jew Lissauer, who won 
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notoriety in the last war as the composer of the 
German Hymn of Hate: 
“I carry the burden of two nations: 

To the German I am a Jew masked as a German, 

To the Jew I am a German faithless to Israel.” 

But in time of war, it may be urged, the loyalty of 
the Zionist is imperilled. He will be unwilling to take 
up arms or, if compelled by law to do that, to merge 
himself in the struggle to destroy the State which is 
responsible for the Government of the National 
Home. The objection is rather a logical than a human 
dilemma. It has been the fate of the emancipated Jew 
during the last 150 years to take his part in the armed 
forces of his country, knowing that he may have to 
right Jews in the forces of the enemy country. That 
bardship is not exclusive to the Jew. In a world which 
has been becoming steadily internationalized through 
movement of masses of people from one country to 
another, war has meant for hundreds of thousands of 
non-Jews likewise the same harsh prospect. But the 
supreme claim of the State in time of war is accepted 
by all, except conscientious objectors; and no case, 
I believe, is known where a Jew has put forward con- 
scientious objections on the ground that he might be 
called upon to shoot another Jew. 


Looking, as we must, for a better order after the 
war, in which peace between nations will be assured 
by the instruments of world community, we may feel 
that the Jew in his loyalty to the Land of Israel may 
render a genuine service to the country of which he 
remains a citizen. It is obvious that vast numbers 
who survive the war will continue to be citizens of 
European and American States. The Jews have been 
for centuries an international people in the special 
sense of being distributed among many nations, and 
yet retained consciously everywhere a special outlook 
and hope. Through the building up of Palestine in 
the last generation the Jews have become interna- 
tional in a fuller sense, because they have now a 
greater self-respect and pride through the existence of 
their National Home and the contribution which the 
people in that land are making to their country and 
the larger world. They should be able to help, there- 
fore, wherever they live, to bring about understanding 
between nations, peoples and races, and to interpret 
one to the other. An Englishwoman of vision wrote 
a few years ago on this service which they might 
render through their double loyalty: “It might be 
that they are the founders and pioneers of that true 


' internationalism for lack of which the world perishes. 


We seek to make links between nations, classes or 
interests. Scientists come together; women come to- 
gether; workers come together, in their congresses. 
But, when the strain comes, the links break and na- 
tionalism remains. The Jew’s loyalty to the country 
in which he lives and to his Jewish descent, these are 
two things which have never broken yet. Is there not 
here a natural priesthood, an order of service to the 
world?” 
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The Land of Israel is uniquely a country which 
belongs to humanity because from it there has gone 
out the message of human brotherhood and of justice 
and peace between nations. In his endeavor to rebuild 
the life of that country and to become again an active 
conscious force of civilization, the Jew, wherever he 
lives, is loyal to the service of humanity which, in a 
better world, should be combined with loyalty to the 
State. For it is an essential ideal of a peaceful inter- 
national order that every person shall feel himself a 
citizen of the world community, as well as a citizen 
of the multi-national State, and a member of a cul- 
tural nationality which he inherits from his ancestors. 


Joseph and His Brothers 


by Kadya Molodowska 


This is a tale they tell of ancient Canaan, 

Of goats, of bullocks, and a shepherd’s fold; 

A tale of lusty herdsmen who were brothers, 
And how these brothers once their brother sold. 


They were fine fellows, each with flock and pasture, 
Who lacked for nothing in their father’s tent: 

For miles around stretched rich and grassy meadows; 
Their cattle bellowed everywhere they went. 


Old Jacob Israel had some curious notions, 

The like of which we still consider queer: 

One strange and shining night he caught an angel, 
And wrestled with him till the dawn rose clear. 


But Jacob Israel of this heavenly struggle, 

(For angels jest not), always bore the scars; 

And therefore his last-born, from childhood onward, 
Saw visions in the dark and gazed at stars. 


Yet Jacob Israel with his curious notions, 

Upon this youngest let his fancy dote; 

And though the other sons railed against Joseph, 
He made the lad a many-colored coat. 


And every night young Joseph saw some vision, 
And every day interpreted its gleam. 

All Canaan heard—Is there a fiercer hatred 
Than for the one who dares to dream a dream? 


So, cheek to jowl, the darkening elder brothers 

Whispered and mulled and schemed with all their 
Wit; 

And one bright day, just at the hour of noon-time, 

They cast their brother Joseph in a pit. 


They sold him like a thief to passing strangers, 

A caravan that chanced by where they stood. 

The lord of dreams was shackled, dragged in bondage-- 
All Canaan watched the deed and found it good! 


Here ends the tale—the rest I have forgotten, 
What else befell is from the scroll erased— 
Always I hear the clank of chains, the crying, 
And see the dreamer trudge into the waste. 


Translated from the Yiddish by MARIE SYRKIN 
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The Dilemma of the German-American 
by Rudolf Glanz 


I RECEIVED my first introduction to the German- 
Americans early in 1939 in a Canadian city, whose 
local German newspaper will present the future his- 
torian with an inexhaustible treasure of information 
about the “New Road” to Nazism, traversed by the 
German-Americans. On the pages of that newspaper 
a Nazi, who appeared to be initiated into the party’s 
inner circles, was discussing the problem of the proper 
order in which the Canadian Germans should return 
to the Vaterland when the war breaks out. Should the 
leaders be the first to leave, or should they remain in 
Canada until the last, because their presence there 
would be more urgently needed? The writer reached 
the conclusion that the rank and file should be given 
preference, for to remain behind involved a greater 
sacrifice which the higher placed Nazis must be 
prepared to bring. 

It was three weeks before the Nazi occupation of 
all of Czechoslovakia, but the newspaper already 
carried an editorial which sought to prove that Ger- 
many could not possibly consider the occupation of 
the German-inhabited regions of Czechoslovakia 
alone as a satisfactory and permanent solution. It 
was the duty of the German-Americans, the editorial 
continued, to transmit these political facts about the 
inescapable turn of future events to the large, indolent 
American public. 

This is how I stumbled on one of the puppet- 
strings of the intricate system by means of which 
Goebbels directs what he likes to call “Our America.” 
Memories of events in Vienna flashed through my 
mind. I recalled how the Nazis would first inform 
the uninfluential yellow press of impending events of 
importance, while the big newspapers were busy 
discussing other matters. 

Europe between the two wars could hardly boast of 
a considerable degree of understanding of conditions 
outside its own borders. The tragic position of the 
German-American in the first World War and its 
after-effects were almost totally unknown in Europe. 
The German-American who was continually taunted 
as a late comer by the earlier arrivals in the United 
States had every reason to fear the rise of Germany 
to political power and was at all times conservative 
in the extreme. In the early stages, an aggressive 
Germany was the last thing he wanted to see. But 
when the appeal to all Germans to return to the 
Vaterland reached across the ocean, the German- 
American gave in to the defiant urge to power, just 
as his ancestor did in 1870. In those days—so we 
read in the yellowed pages of the contemporary 
German-American press—the German emigres of 
1830 and 1848 were faced with the same dilemma 
as the German-Americans of today: “What about the 
persecution of the socialists in Germany?” they 


asked. “Can the new, mighty Germany really be 
the seat of good government if it persecutes men who 
hold the same views which forced German socialists 
to leave their native land a generation earlier?” And 
the conclusion which they finally reached was the 
same as the reached by the “New Germans” among 
the German-Americans of our own day: “First let 
us make sure that we have a strong Germany, feared 
all over the world, including the United States. We 
will worry about the rest later.” So rationalized the 
German revolutionaries who had found a new home 
in the New World. And later, with the swelling of 
the silly German patriotic feeling after the collapse 
of France, numerous Victory Committees were es- 
tablished, adorned with the names of all the leading 
one-time exiles-revolutionaries. It must be added, for 
historic accuracy, that leading reform rabbis, as well 
as other American Jews of German descent, took part 
in these fanfares of victory. It is important to note 
this fact if only because the Nazis are making every 
effort to argue away the social and cultural inter- 
course between the German-Jews and the German- 
Christians. 

In the present war, the appeal of the New Germany 
has been even stronger than the appeal of the German 
state in Bismarck’s day. This time it has come in the 
form of a world-wide challenge of the already Nazi- 
fied Auslandsdeutsche to all the other Germans. The 
conservative German-American was faced with the 
simple choice of either giving in to the threat of force 
or else being dropped from the new scheme of Ger- 
man world domination. After the easy victory over 
Poland, even the most moderate of the German- 
Americans were obsessed by the idea that this time 
Germany must not lose the war. It would have been 
better if there were no Hitler, but since Hitler is the 
undisputed man in power, then on with Hitler to a 
German victory! 

Now that the illusion that the German-Americans 
can remain neutral in their attitude to Hitler has 
evaporated, we are witnessing what still appears as a 
paradoxical phenomenon: an inversion of Goebbels’s 
original idea of the German-Americans’ role in his 
far-flung propaganda machine. They who were to 
serve as Goebbels’s mouthpiece to the outside world 
on the model of the Canadian provincial newspaper, 
are in a position to become the most important chan- 
nel for American propaganda into Germany. The 
more the victories of the United Nations grow in 
number and importance, the more urgent becomes 
the question as to who is going to speak into the 
window which has until now served only as an 
emitter rather than as a recipient of propaganda. 

What reason is there to expect that precisely the 
German-Americans will perform this function of 
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carrying the democratic message into Germany? Be- 
cause a defeated German people cannot be expected 
to trust anyone else. Even a powerful Communist 
party in post-war Germany will not succeed in shak- 
ing the Germans’ belief that there is nothing they 
can learn from the Russians. It was the Baltic Ger- 
mans who gave birth to the philosophy of the Third 
Reich, because through their contacts with the Rus- 
sians they came to realize that the basic forlornness 
of the Russian mentality offered no solution for the 
German people. Was it not Maeller von Bruck, the 
German popularizer of Dostoyevsky, who wrote “The 
Third Reich?” Regardless of whether the actual 
occupation of Germany, until the final peace is 
signed, is carried out by Russian or Anglo-American 
troops, there is no element outside of the German- 
Americans which will be able to implant in the 
German people a genuine trust in the democratic 
way of life. 

For this reason every effort must be made now to 
win over the German-Americans. It is primarily a 
struggle for their souls. Their mere loyalty is the 
concern of the American .government, but their 
political mentality is the prime concern of the future 
humanity. What is the correct position which this 
group must place itself in, and what should be the 
attitude of the Jews towards it in the event it oc- 
cupies that position? 

At first glance, on the basis of Jewish experiences, 
it might appear far-fetched for the Jews to seek a 
meeting of minds with the German-Americans. But 
this is by no means the case. As German inhabitants 
of long standing, the Jews were on many occasions 
not only the barometer, but in fact the touchstone 
of inner German developments. It can also be stated 
without exaggeration that the Jews have long acted 
as companions of the German-Americans and have 
shared with them in the preservation of German 
cultural values. As a consequence, they have obtained 
a full insight into the trends and ideas current among 
the German-Americans. On the other hand it would 
seem right for any understanding between the Jews 
of German extraction and the German-Americans 
today to be based on a sober awareness of where in the 
the two groups are separated. The good old days, 
when Isaac M. Wise, the father of reform, was 
receiving gifts from the carp-ponds of the first success- 
ful German fish-breeder in America, was publicly 
praising German-made lager beer and was assisting 
in the founding of German choral societies, are gone 


_ hever to return again. But today there are other forms 


for cultural contact between the two groups, and con- 
sequently a consideration by Jews where the German- 
Americans ought to stand today and after the war 
need not be altogether fruitless. All earlier fears that 
excessive contact might lead to interference in the 
spiritual affairs become illusory in view of the simple 
fact that the present generation of Jewish refugees 
from Germany will hardly be anxious to set foot again 
over the physical boundaries of Germany. 
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The way past the German-Americans’ loyalty must 
lead through an a priori declaration of good will to a 
consideration by the German-Americans themselves 
of all the problems which are certain to come up in 
the future peace settlement. Here a sober fact must 
be stated: For quite some time now the utterances 
of the German-Americans, particularly of the Ger- 
man-American press, make the impression-of being 
based on the following maxim: “Let us better talk of 
something else.” This rule of “wisdom,” worthy of 
the Nazified Frankfurter Zeitung and its Sieburgs, 
served in the first days of Nazidom’s drunkenness 
with power as a sly policy toward the intellectuals of 
the countries which had not yet been overrun by Nazi 
might. But this method has gone into bankruptcy 
together with all other forms of appeasement. Today 
the German-Americans must speak precisely of those 
things which are on their conscience. The Jewish 
problem, too, cannot constitute any exception in this 
respect, merely because silence might offer some relief 
to spare them thought or to postpone the clarification 
of their attitudes in any one respect. 

A really fundamental consideration of all these 
problems involves first of all the complete shedding 
of German pseudo-science, which was invented to 
serve Hitler’s political purposes and which threatens 
to continue its witchcraft even beyond the fall of 
Hitler's regime. Since the German-Americans are 
going to be in a position to impart the findings of 
free scientific investigation to the German people, 
they are on particularly firm moral ground here. Their 
rich contribution to science in the past is based on 
the universalism of German culture and on its proven 
close tie-up with the concept of world citizenship 
Among other things it should not be difficult for 
them to unmask the scientific swindle of all the New- 
German institutes for the investigation of the racial, 
and more particularly the Jewish, question. Their 
own scientific institutions have always treated Jewish 
subjects with objectivity. The trained eye of the out- 
standing scientists whom the German-Americans 
have produced cannot possibly overlook the number- 
less falsifications of the Nazi “scientists.” The old 
German saying that goods amassed through injustice 
will not flourish was proven by these Nazi “Institutes 
for the Exploration of the Jewish Question,” which, 
despite their wholesale plundering of all the treasures 
accumulated in Jewish libraries and archives, have 
failed to illumine even a single scientific problem. 
Such a cleansing of German science is of course a task 
of Herculean proportions, but the German-Americans 
cannot shirk this job. 

The return to sound German scientific creativity 
will make it easier for the new German of the post- 
war world to answer the question: How did all this 
ever come to be, and above all, how was it spiritually 
possible? Shallow theories about the economic man 
which have long lost their power may be left to those 
who will always live in the world of yesterday. 
Neither will they have much of a hold on the future 
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Germany, not least because the Junker class will be 
destroyed and the Krupps and Thyssens will never 
again rise to their former power. But why did the 
Herrenvolk myth arise, and why were the Jews made 
the only scapegoats? To what extent was the German 
people itself guilty? 

The sociological studies conducted by the best 
German minds have produced some incontrovertible 
insights into the past, only to be suppressed by the 
Nazis. The way back to these already established 
truths must be found, and the German-Americans 
have been accorded the distinguished privilege of 
bringing the German people back to the way of truth. 
What was enough of a challenge for the talents of 
Otto Stobbe* in his day, will be an undertaking not 
unworthy of any German-American. 


The job of making sure that the German pseudo- 
science does not survive can be made considerably 
easier by a close knowledge of the personalities of 
the German scientific world. Even in the Germany of 
today a careful analysis will reveal who were the men 
that were forced into the Nazi institutes and who were 
those that have steadfastly remained silent. These 
latter will never be reconciled to a Nazi science. They 
will one day speak up again, and much more im- 
pressively if they are aware of an attempt by the 
German-Americans to bring true science back to the 
German people. 


This leads to the problem of all the other Germans 
who have remained steadfast. The German-Ameri- 
cans who have had contact, in the first place, with 
the official, Nazified Germany must learn to think of 
this type of German in this connection, and to activize 
him. To the Jewish refugee this question has another, 
sentimental aspect as well. Briefly it can be put in this 
manner: “What Germans would I like to see again 
when the war is over?” Harold Denny would once 
more like to see the Gestapo agent with whom he 
had dealings during his sojourn in the Berlin jail, 
but I doubt whether any of us would allow ourselves 
a similar luxury. Yet in the rebuilding of the future 
Germany we certainly would not like to miss the 
active collaboration of the German domestic servants 
and employees, who, at considerable danger to them- 
selves, saved the life of their employer and friend. 
The Nazis have scoffed at us long enough. “There are 
60 million decent Jews in Germany,” the Schwarze 
Korps once wrote: Every German claims that he has 
met at least one decent Jew, and there are 60 million 
Germans in Germany. To be sure, in 1933 they spoke 
differently. A friend, a refugee from a German uni- 
versity, once told me that the Nazis were voicing their 
disappointment: Every one of them wanted to kill at 
least one Jew, but Germany had only 600,000 Jews 
altogether. . . . 


Whatever be the number of these truly righteous 
men in Germany, there is often but a short step from 





* Otto Stobbe (1831-1887), German historian, author of the 
fundamental book “The Jews of Germany in the Middle Ages.” 
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the personal-sentimental to the social-psychological. 
In this case it is the decisive step, because what is 
involved is the huddling together of the German 
men and women for the establishment of a new and 
just social order. Or, to use the full wéight of the 
most discredited of all words in our time: the found- 
ing of a new German police. To the German mind 
the word police will always carry some inner connota- 
tion, closely bound up with the entire pattern of 
ethical social behavior. The Anglo-Saxon concept of 
the police as merely a crime-prevention agency will 
never serve the urgent end of capturing the German 
soul. The vision of every citizen as a particle of a 
police which comprises the entire German people 
was already present even before the newly baked S.S. 
leaders gave these dreams their bodily expression. 
At one time it was called “The Christian Police,” 
but the fundamental idea that the administrative 
power of the state can serve the national interest 
better than the educational apparatus, was inherent 
even in the Christian Police. The transformation into 
a police such as the German people will need from 
now on, is of course a most difficult matter. Should 
not the German-Americans, a part of the greatest 
democratic edifice in the world, be of assistance in 
their development? 


The German-American community can draw upon 
its past for guidance in the establishment of a new 
moral leadership in Germany. Pastorius, the founder 
of Germantown, as the ideal figure of the new 
Germany can lead a long way toward the establish- 
ment of the brotherhood of man. The German sects 
on the American continent planted many germs of 
freedom and brotherhood. Our times have taught us 
to treat every striving toward spiritual independence 
with a full measure of approval, and if a contempor- 
ary of one of these sects tells that in Pennsvlvania 
it was “laughed at and loved,” then certainly in our 
own day only the latter attitude has survived. The 
Germans can gain a new spiritual freedom out of a 
deen insight into the German-American community, 
provided the latter takes an active part in the future 
spiritual development of the German people. 


Of the several parallels which can be drawn be- 
tween German and Jewish history, the development 
of the emigration to America is most striking. The 
German emigration, too, was bemoaned by Germans 
as a senseless loss of manpower, of no positive value 
to the German people. Just as the children of the 
Jewish immigrants to America are faced today with 
the responsibility of salvaging the remnant of Israel 
from perdition, so too the German-Americans are 
faced with a task of gigantic proportions. For many 
generations, the German in Germany knew of Amer- 
ica only from the stories which described the Wild 
West; he paid no serious attention to his relatives in 
the new world. But today the German-American con- 
stitutes his only door into the outside world. 
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The Jewish National Home—A Hindu View 


by Taraknath Das 


3 
N INDIVIDUAL has a right to live his own 
life, provided he does not directly or indirectly 
harm others or society at large. Similarly a people 
has the right to maintain its individuality—racial, 
cultural, as well as political identity—without inter- 
fering with the same rights of other peoples. If we 
accept this fundamental principle of “right to life, 
liberty and the pursuit of happiness” and apply it to 
the case of the Jewish people, then it becomes self- 
evident that the Jews have the right to live as Jews, 
so long as they bear the social and political respon- 
sibilities of the country where they live and do not 
interfere with others in enjoying their inalienable 
rights. 

The Jewish people, who have done so much for 
human progress, had their National Home in Pales- 
tine for centuries; but they were dispossessed of it by 
others on their march for imperial aggressions. The 
Jews were dispersed all over the world and were per- 
secuted; because in the midst of misery and torture 
they did not wish to give up their precious cultural 
heritage and tried their best to maintain their identity. 
They were victims of persecution, the spirit of “tribal- 
ism” of powerful civilized nations which wished to de- 
stroy the very existence of diverse minority elements 
by completely absorbing them within their own fold 
or by crushing them through persecutions. The philo- 
sophy behind it was to impose uniformity and domin- 
ate over them who refuse to be fused. This philos- 
ophy of intolerance and fear did not recognize the 
law of “unity in diversity” or the law of “harmony of 
diverse elements” which enriches a society. 

In spite of the fact that the Jews, as a people, have 
done their best to contribute their share for the 
betterment of the human race as a whole, for the last 
thousand and more years they have become victims 
of abominable persecution. The struggle for self- 
preservation has induced them to pursue a policy to 
recover their homeland where they will be able to 
live as other peoples live in their own countries and 
labor for their own survival and Humanity. If the 
Jews would not have been persecuted, there might 
not have been a special necessity for re-establishing 
their homeland. It is needless to emphasize the point 
.that Great Britain, the United States of America and 
other nations recognized the urgency of establishing 
a Jewish homeland and the Balfour Declaration, 
issued twenty-five years ago, is an expression of it. 
This necessity of re-establishing a Jewish homeland 
received international recognition by the mandate of 
Palestine given to Great Britain by the League of 
Nations. 

I go so far as to suggest that even if the idea of the 
re-establishment of a Jewish homeland were not 


recognized before, the bitter persecution of the Jews 
in Nazi Germany and the lands dominated by Ger- 
many and her allies would make it imperative that 
there should be a definite program for rescuing the 
unfortunate Jews through some kind of re-settle- 
ment. The only kind of rescue which would prove 
satisfactory would be to give the Jews the opportu- 
nity to rebuild their homeland in Palestine in co- 
operation with peoples who recognize the principles 
of “live and let others live.” 


As I believe that the people of India has the right 
to its homeland, and to live free and independent of 
alien rulers, as I believe that the people of Great 
Britain have the right to maintain a separate and free 
existence, as I firmly believe that although nearly 25 
to 30 millions of Irish people are living outside of 
Ireland, yet there should be a free and united Ireland 
where the Irish will be able to re-establish their 
national identity without any infringement, similarly 
I believe in a Jewish National Home. Furthermore, 
because millions of Jews have been victims of perse- 
cution and rendered stateless, there is a greater 
reason for the establishment of a Jewish State, where 
the Jews will have unfettered right to immigrate, if 
they wish to settle there as free men. 


II. 


The real obstacle on the way to the establishment 
of a Jewish State in Palestine is Arab opposition 
supported by the British Government. As long as the 
British government supports Arab opposition, there 
is very little possibility of overcoming Arab hostility 
to the establishment of a Jewish Homeland in 
Palestine. 


During World War I, to rally the support of the 
Jewish world on the side of the Entente Powers and 
against Germany, Great Britain espoused the cause 
of a Jewish Homeland, through the famous Balfour 
Declaration. But during recent years Britain has 
been following the policy of “appeasing the Arabs” 
at any cost, so that the Arab-Moslem world from 
Egypt to India may not make a common cause with 
the Axis Powers and thus help destroy the British 
Empire in Asia and Africa. During the last World 
War, the British promoted the Arab Revolt against 
the Ottoman Empire; and now they feel that the 
Axis Powers may try to foment Arab revolts against 
the British, which would endanger British control of 
the resources and strategic position of the Middle 
East and also the security of India. In fact there were 
unsuccessful Arab revolts in Iraq as well as Syria 
which have been crushed. There were anti-British 
movement in Iran and thus this country which lies 
next to India has been occupied by Anglo-Russian 
forces. 
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In 1915, it was the British promise—the so-called 
McMahon Agreement—to aid the cause of a United 
Arab nation, which cemented Anglo-Arab solidarity 
against the Turks and helped the British defeat the 
Turks and gain control of the region between the 
Suez Canal and the Persian Gulf, through British 
right of supervision over the Arab States, created 
through British support. 

Behind the Anglo-Arab agreement there was an- 
other far-reaching objective of nullifying the Sykes- 
Picot (Anglo-French) agreement by which the 
French secured British consent to assert French con- 
trol over Syria. Although, by the secret treaty, the 
British recognized French control over Syria, at the 
same time the British encouraged the Arabs to estab- 
lish themselves in Syria, ousting the French perman- 
ently from the regions of Asia Minor. Since the days 
of the Napoleonic War, the British had tried to get 
control over Syria and during World War I they ex- 
tended aid to the cause of Arab nationalism and tried 
to establish Emir Feisal at Damascus for this purpose. 
No less a person than the late Col. T. E. Lawrence, 
the friend of Feisal, in his letters to D. G. Hogarth, 
made this phase of British policy clear. 


Writing to Hogarth from Cairo, as early as March 
18, 1915, Lawrence informed his friend that he, 
General Maxwell, and Lord Kitchener approved the 
idea of Britain getting control over Alexandretta, 
because of its fine harbor suitable for an excellent 
naval base and also for oil and iron ore to be found 
in that region.’ 

From Port Said, on March 22, 1915, Lawrence 
wrote to Hogarth: “We can rush up to Damascus, 
and biff the French out of all hope of Syria.” Law- 
rence, while serving in the Military Intelligence War 
Office at Cairo again wrote to Hogarth to the effect 
that the Government of India was in favor of getting 
control of Cilicia and Alexandretta.’ “The last thing 
that the British Indian Army officers wanted was the 
Arabs as allies. And the Indian Administration was 
looking forward to annexation’ (of Mesopotamia).” 


After the conclusion of World War I, during the 
Versailles Peace Conference, agitation was carried on 
for Syrian Independence and inclusion of Palestine 
within Syria for the definite purpose of eliminating 
France from Asia Minor. In fact the King-Crane 
Commission, consciously or unconsciously promoted 
the British program of a united Arab State, under 
British control or protection and opposed to the ful- 
fillment of the Balfour Declaration—the establish- 
ment of a Jewish National Home in Palestine. 

The British programme of ousting the French from 
Syria did not succeed, because Emir Feisal who was 
expected to fight the French, could not defeat the 
superior French force which established military con- 

1The Letters of T. E. Lawrence, edited by DAVID GARNETT. 
Doubleday Doran, pp. 193-194. 

* Thid. p. 196. 


8 Ibid. pp. 197-198. 
‘ Ibid. p. 202. 
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trol over Syria. This incident—Anglo-Arab opposi- 
tion to the French position in Asia Minor— has not 
received the attention it deserves from students of 
world politics. This was really the beginning of 
Anglo-French rivalry in world politics during the 
period between the conclusion of the World War 1 
and the World War II which directly and indirectly 
aided Germany and Hitler. 


During World War II, the British, through the 
determination of Mr. Churchill, who agreed with 
Col. Lawrence regarding British control over the 
Near East, secured control over Syria, by ousting 
Vichy authorities and also by inducing the De Gaul- 
ists to recognize a Nationa! Government of the Arabs 
in Syria. Syria is now virtually a British protectorate 
and its status is what late Col. Lawrence wanted to 
have. 

Although the Balfour Declaration assured the 
establishment of a Jewish Homeland in Palestine, 
the trend of British policy has been the non-fulfill- 
ment of the sacred obligation. The British authorities 
to please the Arabs have detached Trans-Jordania 
from Palestine. They have placed serious restrictions 
on Jewish immigration to the Jewish homeland. They 
have attempted to partition Palestine which has been 
opposed by Jews as well as Arabs. The next step 
in the British program seems to be to oppose the 
establishment of a Jewish State in Palestine on the 
ground that it would not only antagonize the Arabs, 
but that there should be a federation of states in the 
Near East in which the Arab States and Palestine 
should be parties. Of course this federation will be 
under British control, through a “subordinate alli- 
ance” which would entitle the British to supervision 
over defense, finance and foreign policy of this State. 


British opposition to allow the Palestinian and 
stateless Jews to form a Jewish Army, which in size 
and efficiency may surpass any of the armies of the 
various governments in exile—Polish, Czech, Nor- 
wegian, Greek, etc-——and which would fight to de- 
fend the Near East from any Axis attack, is another 
definite proof of British opposition to the establish- 
ment of a Jewish State in Palestine. During the 
World War I, the Entente Powers allowed the Poles 
and Czechs to organize national armies which became 
a factor in recognizing the Polish and Czech states. 


The present attitude of the British towards the 
Jewish state is quite different from the British attitude 


* before he Balfour Declaration. Mr. Lloyd George, in 


his testimony before the Royal Commission, indicated 
that Jewish aid politically was a significant factor in 
winning World War I. It is a historical fact that the 
German General Staff, as well as the German Gov- 
ernment in 1917, sought the co-operation of the 
Jewish world especially that of those European Jews 
who lived in countries between the Baltic and the 
Black Seas. To counteract this German effort, the 
British approached the Zionist leaders all over the 
world, particularly in the United States; and the 
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Balfour Declaration was proclaimed with the full 
consent of the late President Woodrow Wilson. This 
was done to secure aid from the Jewish world on 
the side of the Entente-Allied cause. 


When the Balfour Declaration was promulgated 
and a Jewish Homeland in Palestine was promised, 
European Jewry was not reduced to its present dread- 
ful impotence. The Jewish world had greater political 
power than it enjoys today. Furthermore, today the 
Jews of the world, oppressed by Axis Powers, cannot 
but support the Anglo-American Powers and their 
associates, knowns as “the United Nations.” Thus 
the British do not need to make any concession to the 
Jews while they must appease the Arabs to maintain 
their imperialism in Asia and Africa. Thus under the 
present circumstances, a Jewish State is a pawn in the 
chess-board of British imperialism. 


Ill. 


The heart of the British Empire is in India. It is 
evident that in spite of voluminous protestations by 
British officials there is every reason to believe that 
the British Government does not intend to give up its 
control over India now or after the World War. This 
will be clear to those who are unbiased and have 
carefully studied British parliamentary debates on 
India, since September 9th, 1941, when Mr. Chur- 
chill made it clear that the provisions of the Atlantic 
Charter would not apply to India, Burma and other 
parts of the British Empire. Furthermore, the British 
authorities instead of following the policy of estab- 
lishing a National Government in India, through the 
Cripps Mission, has agreed in principle to partition 
India so that the provinces where the majority of the 
population is Moslem will have the right to secede 
from a United India and form a federation of Moslem 
states; and also Indian Princes will have the right to 
refuse to enter into a federation of Indian States. The 
British authorities have also suggested that before 
making any concession to Indian National demands, 
Indians will have to settle their communal disputes, 
which cannot be amicably settled as long as the British 
support the proposition of the partition of India, to 
use the Pan-Islamists against Indian national aspira- 
tions. It is not that the British wish to create a strong 
Moslem bloc of powers which would be composed of 
provinces or Beluchistan, Sind, the Punjab, the 
North-Western Province and Bengal; but they agree 
to the principle of the partition of India so that there 
would be no United India, and the Moslem World in 
India and outside of India would believe that the 
British are favoring them, and therefore be willing to 
side with the British. 


It is a historical fact that the growth of the British 
Empire, adjoining India in all directions, was actuated 
by the necessity of controlling various buffer states to 
check the march of rival imperialist Powers towards 
India. As long as India remains a British possession 
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or colony, Britain will have to control the whole of 
the Near East and the Middle East and must try to 
have the Moslem States or some imperialist states as 
its allies. But the moment India becomes free and 
independent, her policies towards other peoples will 
be shaped in terms of Indian interest and Humanity 
and not by British imperialist nor pan-Islamist inter- 
ests. It is my firm conviction that Free India will 
promote the cause of Freedom of all Asian States in 
the regions of South-Western and South-Eastern Asia, 
and adopt the same attitude as the United States of 
America does towards her neighbors. India’s cardinal 
policy will be to be on friendly terms with China, 
Soviet Russia and U.S. A. and those states which will 
give up imperialist pretensions. 


Today the British Government, in order to win 
Arab support and the support of a section of the 
Moslems of India, is ready to sacrifice Jewish interests 
in Palestine regarding the establishment of a Jewish 
National Home. A free India will not need to pursue 
an opportunist policy, opposed to the cause of human 
freedom. 


As things stand today, the actual and potential 
strength of India is far greater than that of the Mos- 
lem states in the Near East and Middle East. Instead 
of catering to Arab States, (which may even ally with 
the Axis Powers or those opposed to the Anglo- 
American Powers), it would be wiser for Anglo- 
American Powers to cement an alliance with a Free 
India which, to preserve its own interests, will fieht 
the Axis Powers and serve as a link for closer colla- 
boration with China and Soviet Russia. 


The fate of the Jewish people and the establish- 
ment of a Jewish State in Palestine are closely linked 
with the cause of the victory of the democracies and 
the substitution of imperialism by the acknowledg- 
ment of freedom of peoples kept under subjection— 
such as the people of India and Burma. There are 
Jews in the United States as well as in Britain who 
are opposed to Indian Freedom and support the Brit- 
ish imperialist program of Churchill, Amery and 
others. They hope that these British imperialists will 
aid the cause of the establishment of a Jewish Home- 
land in Palestine, because of the services rendered by 


* them. They are not only mistaken, but they are creat- 


ing new and greater difficulties for the Jews who be- 
lieve in the establishment of a Jewish State in Pales- 
tine. From the standpoint of geopolitics, the fate of 
the Jews is linked with Asia and with the cause of 
Asian Freedom; and without Indian Freedom there 
cannot be any security for Asian Freedom and any 
prospect for a New World Order based on Liberty 
and Justice. Thus ultimately the fate of a Jewish 
State is linked up with Indian Freedom. 
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Does “Human Nature” Explain Anti-Semitism? 
by Leibush Lehrer 


i pes LITERATURE on Jewish-Gentile relation- 
ships has been accumulating for so many centuries 
and is now so vast that it involves thousands of 
authors. Under such conditions one opinion about 
anti-Semitism expressed by a contemporary inves- 
tigator, however competent and scholarly, can make 
no decisive difference. From a purely scientific point 
of view a new revelation, or even a new approach, is 
extremely unlikely in regard to a subject so thor- 
oughly exploited by the intellectual celebrities of 
many ages and lands. Furthermore, since this is a 
theme where a high degree of objectivity is hardly 
to be expected, one gets accustomed, consciously or 
unconsciously, to evaluate such opinions as favorable 
or unfavorable to one’s position. It is either attack or 
support. Besides, what do verbal comments amount 
to at a time when deeds are so stunningly loud and 
words are barely heard? 

Yet I must confess that was I overtaken by a feel- 
ing of unexpected gloom as I read Prof. Hertzler’s 
article “The Sociology of Anti-Semitism Through 
History” in the book entitled Jews in a Gentile 
World. The depressing nature of his conclusions 
seemed to undo what was accomplished by his obser- 
vations which at times are perspicuous and keen. 

Is it because its publication occurred in the most 
tragic period of the history of my people? Is it be- 
cause it appeared in the United States of America, 
the foremost democracy of the few still left in the 
world? Is it because the writer is an authority on 
sociology, a science incapable of practical applica- 
tion if it be entirely divorced from ethical values and 
norms? All this, and perhaps more, may account for 
my state of mind. 

Let me hasten to warn against a possible misunder- 
standing. Prof. Hertzler does not in the remotest way 
give comfort to any of the crass anti-Semitic accusa- 
tions. On the contrary, he takes pains, both explicitly 
and implicitly, to point out the groundlessness of the 
charges against Jews born in the atmosphere of Jew- 
baiting. As a scientist his purpose is not merely to 
affirm or deny statements of supposed facts but to 
explain the attitudes lurking behind the urge to 
search for them. From Haman to Hitler, from the 
ancient Romans to the modern Germans, our enemies 
have presented such an endless list of forced general- 
izations that whatever we think of the spurious logic 
contained in them there is one thing which stands out 
firmly and undeniably, namely, the will to hate. It 
is precisely this, rather than any of the concrete 
charges, which the sociologist is called upon to ex- 
plain. This Prof. Hertzler does in his frank analysis 
with the conclusion that the strange phenomenon 
called anti-Semitism is an inexorable manifestation 
of human nature which no amount of moralizing will 


change. Without attempting to exonerate anti- 
Semitic outbreaks and the crimes committed against 
the Jewish people, he concludes that nothing will 
obviate the psychological basis of anti-Semitism as 
long as Jews will persist in being a self-contained 
cultural unit amidst a larger non-Jewish social organ- 
ization. Let me state Prof. Hertzlet’s thesis in his own 
words: 

“While many, probably the majority of the world’s 
Jews do not want to cease being Jews, they wish at 
the same time to be generally accepted members of the 
political state and the larger social-economic groups 
in which they move. They wish to obtain for them- 
selves all the values, rights, opportunities and priv- 
ileges which these cultural political groups offer well- 
absorbed citizens. But in maintaining a dualistic 
relationship they run counter to all the principles of 
acceptance and assimilation, realistically considered. 
To become one with a people, particularly under the 
sway of modern nationalism, you have to cease 
being, and wanting to be, something else at the same 
time. ... 

“Perhaps in the light of repeated experience, the 
Jew is playing safe in holding to this one secure bond 
in a world of uncertainty; but he does thereby alienate 
himself from every people of the world among whom 
he seeks refuge. As long as he preserves his racial 
and spiritual unity, he cannot hope to have civil and 
personal unity with non-Jews. Special minorities are 
suspected, not accepted. 


“The modern opponents of the Jew, who are in the 
main members of the conglomerate modern nations, 
which are the products of large-scale assimilation or 
fusion, object to this Tewish pride in race continuity 
and separateness while seeking to be full-fledged 
parts of their wholes. They do not cherish among 
them people who want to be of them and yet separate 
from them. But complete assimilation of the Jew 
would be his loss and death; on the other hand, it 
would be union and peace.” 

It would seem from these reflections that an inde- 
pendent Jewish territorial center would offer a solu- 
tion to this vexing problem. Prof. Hertzler does not 
think so. For “the Zionist movement at present does 
serve as another irritant in maintaining anti-Semitism. 
While only a minority of Jews are Zionists, many 
mofe are sympathetic with the movement. The non- 
Jew feels that the Jew, despite his protestations to the 
contrary, is still a ‘foreigner’ at heart; still divided 
in his loyalty and sympathy; still not a complete 
national, not quite one with him; still living off him 
but not ‘with’ him.” 

Whether we like it or not, “the Jew has run into 
the nature of human nature,” and nothing less than 
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absolute extinction of all forms of Jewishness will 
be of any avail. 

Is extinction the way out? Yes, if it were possible 
that Jews as well as Gentiles “develop a case of per- 
manent amnesia.” As far as the Jew is concerned it 
is unreasonable to ask of him that he commit racial 
and cultural suicide. Since “the Jew is a mere human 
being, he cannot change his human nature which he 
shares with the other members of the human race, and 
he cannot in any sufhicent manner change the course 
of future events. All this is asking for the impossible.” 

So what is there to be done? Precisely nothing. 
Anti-Semitism will continue as long as Jews will 
remain Jews. The more violent the former, the more 
intensive will become the latter, and vice versa. This 
is a vicious circle forced upon both parties by the 
normal flow of human nature. It seems from this 
that being perpetually buffeted from pillar to post is 
not the worst that fate has meted out to us. It is a 
far greater tragedy to be in all our tribulations merely 
the victims of a situation decreed by immutable 
human impulses. In other words, anti-Semitism as 
well as the Jewish urge to survive are normal mani- 
festations of human nature from which there is no 
escape. They abet and intensify one another especially 
in times of social and economic crisis. Thus Prof. 
Hertzler’s sociological candor leads him to a desper- 
ate peroration, finding no ray of hope, not even in the 
distant future, for a happy ending of a gruesomely 
sad story. 

The sad story in connection with anti-Semitism is, 
of course, Tewish life, Jewish history. It is dishearten- 
ing enough to think that human nature should be 
such as to permit no alleviation of the sufferings of 
millions of human beings just because they happen to 
be in some innocent cultural ways a little different 
from their neighbors. Yet, were this the only result 
of the author's thesis I should perhaps lack the urge 
to touch upon the subject. However, there is some- 
thing far more serious which prompts my attention, 
something which extends far beyond the limits of 
Jews and anti-Semites alike. For it is not the con- 
clusion but the arguments leading up to it which are 
important in this case. Indeed, the force to which the 
author attributes the role of a main social factor in- 
volves not only one or another group of people but 
practically all units into which humanity is divided. 

True, the Jewish situation in the Gentile world is 
aggravated by special features quite apart from anti- 
Semitic dislikes and prejudices. These, however, will 
‘ not concern us here for they would lead us too far 
afield. Let us rather concentrate upon the author’s 
main thesis. 

The appeal to human nature has often been made 
by scientists and intelligent laymen wherever irra- 
tional behavior or destructive forms of conduct 
seemed to have supplanted reason and judgment. 
The inevitability of war has been attributed to the 
instinct of pugnacity or to its biological advantages; 
ruthless business practice has been accounted for by 
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the instinct of rivalry, of ownership, etc. If the above 
description of the reasons for anti-Semitism be psy- 
chologically correct then it should apply not only to 
relationships between Jews and Gentiles, but to all 
contacts between groups where people of one social 
unit meet with those of another that is numerically 
and politically superior. But if so we should expect 
the same situation to obtain in every spot of this 
world of ours. 

Moreover, some of the points stressed by Prof. 
Hertzler apply more readily to contacts between 
different non-Jewish groups than to the Jew-Gentile 
situation. Take, for instance, the argument that the 
Jew is suspected of being divided in his loyalty and 
sympathy. This, the author suggests, may be the 
result when Jews display an interest in Jewish affairs, 
especially when they evince leanings toward Zionism. 

Now the idea of “divided loyalty” as a cause of 
suspicion and hate is old indeed. This charge has 
been brought against all sorts of minorities on count- 
less occasions. In countries predominantly Protestant 
our Catholic brethren have heard this, often to their 
dismay. The subject merits discussion. 

Every human being is by nature and circumstances 
inevitably a member of the most divergent groups 
to which he owes his allegiance legally or morally, or 
both. He participates in the life of his family, his 
social club, his professional organization, his political 
party, his religious community, his city, his country, 
etc. There are many psychological characteristics 
typical of man; the phenomenon of multiple loyalties 
is surely one of them. 

Let us also bear in mind that loyalty is a feeling, an 
attitude, not a material thing given in specified 
amounts so that if some part of it is expended on one 
object, there remains so much less for another. Chil- 
dren are frequently asked whom they like better their 
father or mother. The universal reply of child- 
hood to such a query is “both.” And they are quite 
right, for even with respect to such homologous 
objects as father and mother we are normally dealing 
with multiple loyalties, not with one “piece” of 
loyalty divided into two parts. 

But quite frequently conditions may arise in which 
loyalties to different objects, strictly homologous or 
not, are bound to come into conflict. Before the 
United States entered the war pro-German as well as 
pro-British feelings and activities on the part of our 
citizens could go on without necessarily calling Amer- 
ican patriotism into question. But after December 7, 
1941, the pro-Germans had to make their choice 
between America and the Axis while in the case of 
the pro-British not only was there no conflict between 
the two loyalties but they actually reinforced one 
another. 

A still more important, because less conspicuous, 
aspect of the problem is that of patriotism and devo- 
tion to one’s family. No one of sound mind has ever 
suggested that the security of a country is endangered 
if its citizens maintain strong family ties. Yet the 
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conflicts obtaining between the duties one owes to 
these two are perhaps more ferquent than any other 
case of incompatible loyalties. This is painfully ap- 
parent before our very eyes right now. In some cases 
parents will seize upon all means to keep their sons 
from joining the armed forces. In others the conflict 
is resolved by having the duties to the country take 
the upper hand. But the very presence of an acute 
conflict of “divided loyalty” is so natural and so 
obvious that no one will deny it. To say that there is 
anything typically Jewish about multiple loyalties 
misses the whole psychological significance of this 
phenomenon in every aspect of human affairs. It is 
true that a great many Jews are wholeheartedly de- 
voted to the establishment of a Jewish homeland in 
Palestine. But a moment of mature reflection will 
suffice to convince one that it is precisely here that no 
foreseeable incompatibility can arise between this 
great Jewish enterprise and our loyalty to the coun- 
tries in which we live. In this country we find many 
groups, among them those with outspoken anti- 
Semitic leanings, whose interests in non-American 
affairs may sometimes present them with a choice 
between America and our enemies, but no stretch 
of the imagination can honestly include the Jewish 
case in this list. If anti-Semites do accuse us of a lack 
of patriotism because of our adherence to things Jew- 
ish, we are bound to point out the spurious logic upon 
which it is based rather than indulge the uncritically 
arrived at concept of “divided loyalty.” 

I have dwelt so much upon this point to show how 
easily one might be led astray in the attempt to re- 
duce all psychological reactions of long standing and 
of a ubiquitous character to mystical human nature. 
But the crux of the whole matter are Prof. Hertzlet’s 
comments on majority-minority relationships as em- 
anating from the very foundation of our psychological 
being. 

In a sense it is undeniably true that all that people 
do, think or feel is a part of human nature, whatever 
that may mean. But to make such a pronouncement 
means too little for either the theoretical understand- 
ing or the practical advancement of human life. It 
is on a par with the famous definition that intelligence 
is something which psychologists measure when they 
measure intelligence. It may be true but it adds noth- 
ing to our wisdom. 

It is not enough to say that the concept of human 
nature is of no help, it is distinctly harmful to all 
concerned. For it puts a dead weight upon internecine 
tendencies in social life and shuts the door to any 
possibility of escape. 

Conflicts are, of course, the most natural thing in 
human life. The very words “individual” and “group” 
imply the basis for the most varied forms of antagon- 
ism. An individual is a person who is in some ways 
different from the rest of his fellow-men, so also is 
a group as compared with other similar units of 
society. But differences among human beings can 
only mean differences of opinion, feeling, attitude, 
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response, etc. These may be manifested in countless 
ways which may be represented by a scale running 
from suave expressions of opposition to deadly strife. 

To say that conflicts, both individual and social, are 
expressions of human nature is indeed a tautology. 
Most of these conflicts represent no serious problem 
and no solution is called for. It is only when they 
assume torms which are apt to jeopardize social lite 
that a real problem presents itselt, because if allowed 
tree play, our very survival as a species is threatened 
thereby. 

True, in antagonisms of majorities against minor- 
ities new factors are involved which may render the 
situation more acute. But here again the same prin- 
ciple applies. It all depends upon the level ot the 
active opposition-scale where the conflict finds its 
expression. If the level is low enough there is no 
problem because the normal course of life has not 
been disturbed. For example, within every nation 
there is a certain amount ot prejudice on the part of 
the inhabitants of one region against those of another. 
In intra-Jewish relations we find a good deal of prej- 
udice among Lithuanian Jews against those trom 
Galicia. In a gathering comprising a majority of 
Russian Jews quite a few unpieasant things may be 
heard about Polish Jews. Or take the hostile feelings 
toward the British which have always been in vogue 
among a good many of our co-citizens. We hear 
only too otten that the British are always willing to 
let their allies fight for them, an accusation which 
others think to be scandalously unjust. Whatever the 
British within our midst feel about this, no serious 
conflicts result. 

Such facts are too numerous to relate. Such con- 
flicts are usually expressed at most in heated verbal 
bickerings, little affecting the normal relations of 
the groups involved. And as long as they manifest 
themselves in socially innocuous ways they deserve 
little attention. There is no harm in saying that this 
is human nature. For since humanity is not repre- 
sented by a single whole but is divided into units of 
different quantitative and qualitative magnitudes, 
feelings of opposition leading to unwarranted gen- 
eralizations and strained rationalizations are unavoid- 
able. 


If special attention is being paid to anti-Semitism, 
it is because it differs in social fundamentals from the 
normal variety of antagonisms prevalent among hu- 
man groups. It is destructive to the country in which 
it occurs as well as to those against whom it is 
directed. It creates an unwholesome atmosphere of 
venomous hate which closes both heart and mind to 
any appeal to morality or reason. It creates a readiness 
for all sorts of obnoxious prejudices against any group, 
Jew or Gentile, at the slightest expression of dissent 
from majority opinion. Its willingness to resort to the 
most infantile vilifications and even criminal attack 
produces a disruptive influence upon organized liv- 
ing. In a word, anti-Semitism constitutes a social 
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problem, and for this reason so many attempts have 
been made to explain or solve it. 

Now, is it true that opposition in this form is pre- 
destined by human nature? Prof. Hertzler thinks that 
it is; he holds that for people of a cultural minority 
to wish to uphold the integrity of their culture pattern 
is irreconcilable with their desire to be accepted as 
equal members of the political state in which they 
live. According to this position it seems to be sheer 
impudence to expect the majority to tolerate such a 
minority since it runs counter to human nature. 
Happily, the facts of modern history do not substan- 
tiate this gloomy theory. 

During the middle ages perhaps no one would 
have thought it possible for many Christian sects to 
arise and live unmolested in the same community. 
A writer in the sixteenth century might have argued 
that such tragedies as the massacre of St. Barthol- 
omew were merely an outcome of the ways of human 
nature. Let us also bear in mind that among all cul- 
tural differences it is religion which is likely to evoke 
the most formidable kind of intolerance. For religion, 
if sufficiently developed and institutionalized, is after 
all a system of folkways reinforced by ideology. Here 
differences are conceived and felt as heresy, as devia- 
tions from the “true path,” and nothing has done 
more to arouse “man’s inhumanity to man” than this. 

Yet, numerous religious denominations now live 
side by side in peace and tranquillity. Although wars, 
unfortunately, do continue, the intensifying religious 
factors of a Thirty Years’ War have disappeared. Some 
states, such as Switzerland, have found a way for a 
peaceful solution not only of religious differences, 
but of ethnic and linguistic ones as well. Surely, this 
is not because citizens of such States are less human. 


Various peace treaties after the first World War 
proceeded on the assumption that problems arising 
from the presence of different minorities in modern 
States were among the most disturbing factors in 
social and political life. No one would question the 
corectness of this assumption considering the fact 
that nowadays conditions do not permit any state to 
be composed of an ethnically homogeneous popula- 
tion. It did not seem wise to rely upon a psychological 
laissez faire attitude and leave “human nature” take 
its course. Hence an effort was made to safeguard 
the rights and privileges to which minorities were 
thought to be entitled. This time it was not only the 
religious groups which were considered, as had been 
the case in the Treaty of Westphalia back in 1648. 
A more outspoken policy included the protection of 
“racial, religious and linguistic minorities.” 

Of course, in such cases the proof of the pudding is 
in the eating. Were those attempts successful? Yes 
and no. They were certainly a success in Czechoslo- 
vakia; they were an utter failure in Poland. Is it 
because the Poles partake more of human nature than 
do the Czechs? In the case of anti-Semitism it seems 
puzzling why the Germans have always displayed so 
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much of “human nature,” and their neighbors, the 
Dutch, so little. It would be just as hard to under- 
stand why in the Orient, leaving out of account ani- 
mosity of a purely political nature, different ways in 
dress, language, customs and worship are most readily 
acquiesced in than in the West. 


Moreover, even within the same majority group 
it is difficult to ascertain how many are affected by 
intolerance of minority characteristics. We may rea- 
sonably assume that in some cases, at least, only a 
small part of the majority group is involved. It is 
these disgruntled few who by their fanaticism and 
vociferousness make up for their smallness in number. 
Examples of this sort in our own country are clearly 
presented by the Know Nothing Party in the nine- 
teenth century and, latterly, by the Klu Klux Klan. 
If our Catholic neighbors, among others, had been 
greatly disturbed by those two movements they were 
amply consoled by the fact that both had been of 
short duration. 

All this leads us to the conclusion that the “human 
nature” hypothesis cannot stand up in the face of 
historical evidence. Either the theory is wrong or 
millions of human beings are not endowed with 
human nature. Common sense would counsel us to 
accept the former explanation. 

In recent years a large part of the world has been 
converted into a veritable laboratory in which social 
experiments have been conducted on an umprece- 
dented scale. These experiments have shown in all 
their brutal nakedness some of the methods by which 
the social sympathies and antipathies of human beings 
may evolve. 

In 1936 anti-Semitism arose in Italy as suddenly as 
a thunderbolt out of a clear sky. It never grew to the 
dimensions of the German variety, but it is important 
to note that it was actually the deliberate handiwork 
of a few men, like any factory product. Let no one 
think that it did not strike root, for its repercussions 
have been felt quite plainly in relations between Jews 
and Italians in this country. The recurrent changes of 
the Communist Party line are always accompanied by 
corresponding changes in the social attitudes of the 
party members and their fellow travelers. Groups 
which one day had been enthusiastically accepted be- 
came on the next day the objects of unspeakable hate, 
and vice versa. What at the beginning is only a 
decision by leading bodies arrived at through cold 
calculation becomes later, for the lower ranks, a gen- 
unine emotional experience with new likes and dis- 
likes upon which they are ready to act. Far be it 
from me to say that all attitudes, under all conditions, 
can be tampered with in such artificial ways. But I 
do maintain that whenever circumstances are favor- 
able the fickleness of man knows no bounds. Witness 
the fabulous sums of money, time and effort spent 
on propaganda in recent years with a view toward 
evoking certain social attitudes that are considered 
desirable at the moment. 
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This is also well attested to by the fact that the in- 
tensity of prejudice against minorities is directly pro- 
portional to the treatment they receive from the spir- 
itual and political leaders of the majority. The recent 
upsurge of anti-Semitism in this country came clearly 
as a result of situations abroad, not because of any 
social or economic events which took place within our 
own borders. If this is to be ascribed to human nature, 
one might as well be satisfied with the reflection that 
the war we are now witnessing is merely an expression 
of human nature so that nothing can be done about it. 

Three hundred years have elapsed since minority 
churches have been granted legal and social recogni- 
tion throughout Western civilization. Gradually this 
has resulted in a fair degree of peaceful intercourse 
in a sphere where mortal strife and ceaseless blood- 
shed had made the life of nations intolerable.. Can 
this be extended to other aspects of human culture? 
Is it possible to bring majority groups to the realiza- 
tion that the de facto cultural heterogeneity of the 
population of all states does not—because of this 
alone—sap their inner strength, and that they can 
only increase their power of cohesion and resistance 
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by legal and social acknowledgment of this factual 
situation? Are our moral energy and practical fore- 
sight sufficient to influence the emotional reactions 
of those constantly fearful and suspicious of all who 
differ from them in their folkways? May we hope to 
find methods by which to reduce conflicts of this sort, 
when they do arise, to such moderate proportions as 
to constitute no serious problem, at least no enduring 
problem? 


History teaches us, I believe, that all these ques- 
tions should be answered in the affirmative. But 
suppose this is only wishful thinking; suppose this is 
a mere dream contrary to the inner workings of the 
nature of man. Then the situation is dark indeed. 
As a Jew clinging to the ethical tenets of his people 
I cannot even comfort myself with the vindictive 
thought that if the future be so dreadfully hopeless, 
we Jews are not the only ones to be engulfed in that 
abysmal night. For in that case life will be a con- 
tinued process of mutual destruction for all groups, 
all nations, for the whole of humanity on the entire 


globe. 


Do You Remember, Herr Hauptmann? 
by Alfred Werner 


Wass ist vergesslicher als Dankbarkeit? 
FRIEDRICH SCHILLER, “Don Karlos” 


| gcharngen 15, 1941. The German High Com- 
mand is confident. In a week or two Moscow, 
bombed relentlessly day and night, will capitulate. 
Then England will be taken, the last obstacle to Hit- 
’ ler’s dream of Nazi Europe. The people in Berlin are 
jubilant, too; at least those who are privileged to 
attend the first performance of Gerhart Hauptmann’s 
Iphigenie in the Staatstheater. It helps them forget 
the rising economic difficulties of the German Empire 
in the realm of Nazi “Kultur.” Yes, they are celebrat- 
ing the seventy-ninth birthday of a Nazi dramatist, for 
although the Hauptmann of the Weavers is dead, 
he who still walks in his form has become a mouth- 
piece of Goebbels, like most of the “Dichter und 
Denker” who chose to remain in Naziland. “The 
play is bloody and bewildered,” we are told by the 
editor of Books Abroad, “not brave and buoyant like 
Goethe’s. Hauptmann’s Iphigenie is a sick soul who 
holds a grudge against all Greeks because the Greeks 
once planned to take her life. Nothing gives her more 
pleasure than to avenge her own near-sacrifice by 
butchering her ship-wrecked kinsmen. She is a child- 
ish reasoner and a coward. Orestes and Elektra are 
grotesque and ghastly in their suffering. The play 
is an inconclusive shadow of a play, an old man’s 
play. But there is an audience there, and they cor- 
dially applaud an old poet who is flattered... . 
Elektra makes hearts leap when she cries Ich hasse 


jeden. Her blood-curdling formula Nur eim toter 
Grieche war ein guter mir... may have political 
implications.” 

We shall not be able to learn how the Third Reich 
has celebrated the 80th birthday of the man who was 
once a great poet, nor whether the amazingly pro- 
ductive old man has on this occasion presented his 
nation (or rather the Reichstheater-Kammer) with 
another intellectual kowtow to be performed on a 
stage with a glorious, though half-forgotten past. 
Since Pearl Harbor, the blackout of Germany has be- 
come complete. In any case, the audience is entirely 
different from that which paid homage to the genius 
of Hauptmann only ten years ago. Many of Haupt- 
mann’s former friends are now refugees in Great 
Britain or the United States, in Palestine or Australia; 
others were slaughtered or are being kept in the 
concentration camps of Nazi Europe, unless they have 
died in the meantime in the ghetto of Berlin, like 
Samuel Fischer, the publisher, or Max Liebermann, 
the painter. It is to be assumed that none of the official 
speakers on the occasion of Hauptmann’s eightieth 
birthday have mentioned the names of those Jewish 
champions of his art without whose devoted help 
none or very little of his work would exist today. 


As for his friends: they were well aware of cer- 
tain peculiarities in Hauptmann’s character—his ab- 
normally great vanity, his stinginess coupled with a 
desire for a life of pleasure, his lack of deep-rooted 
political understanding. But in 1932 they would 
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never have anticipated that the poet, a famous repre- 
sentative of the democratic spirit, would the follow- 
ing year obliterate his past record by hurriedly writing 
the open letter, “I Say “Yes’,’ when Hitler ordered a 
plebiscite, and by declaring that it was “the greatest 
moment of my life” when the Fuehrer shook hands 
with him. When they learned that Hauptmann did 
not intend to become an exile like the brothers Mann, 
they felt certain that the old gentleman would at least 
refrain from declaring himself openly in favor of the 
Third Reich. The great Stefan George, for instance, 
when asked by Goebbels to take over the presidency 
of the German Poets’ Academy after Heinrich Mann 
had been ousted from this position, did not even 
deem the minister worthy of an answer. But though 
Hauptmann could obliterate his intimate connections 
with the leaders of the German Social Democratic 
Party, he surely should not have forgotten the unsel- 
fish assistance of S. Fischer, Moritz Heimann, Otto 
Brahm, or his friendship with Max Liebermann, Al- 
fred Kerr and Walther Rathenau. Significantly, 
owing to his close relationship with Jewish men of 
letters, he was frequently taken for a Jew, especially 
abroad. “At the very outset I wish to make it clear 
and emphatic that Gerhart Hauptmann is not a Jew,” 
an American journalist, who interviewed the dram- 
atist more than ten years ago, found it necessary to 
tell his readers. “All rumors, therefore, which have 
tended to make of him a Jew in the past few years 
are without any basis whatsoever.” 

He did not even attempt to defend the Jews, 
although it would not have involved any danger to 
life or liberty for a man of his standing, age, and 
prestige. (The famous conductor, Wilhelm Furt- 
waengler, certainly anything but a leftist, protested 
in Berlin in an open letter, addressed to Dr. Goebbels, 
against the discrimination between “Jewish” and 
“Aryan” music). Hauptmann did not wish to re- 
member his difficult start when he faced a great deal 
of hostility and only Jews recognized and encouraged 
him. 

Heé managed to stamp out these highly incon- 
venient memories. Unfortunately, little has been 
published so far by unbiased observers on the role the 
Jews played in German literature between 1880 and 
1933—not only as poets and writers, but also in the 
humbler, if equally important, capacity of bookdeal- 
ers, publishers, critics, literary agents and theater 
managers. The case of Hauptmann offers a striking 
refutation of certain Nazi claims that the Jews had 
_ deliberately suppressed “Aryan” talent and prevented 
it from obtaining proper recognition in order to cul- 
tivate third or fourth-rate writers of Jewish descent. 

* ¥ * 


The time is 1889, the place is Berlin. Little Dr. 
Otto Brahm, former dramatic critic of the Vossische 
Zeitung, has made up his mind: Vor Sonnenaufgang 
will appear on the stage, at whatever cost. That fel- 
low from the Silesian mountains, Gerhart Haupt- 
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mann, a failure as a sculptor and a homo novus in 
literature, may, to judge by his first, highly interest- 
ing, though immature and grossly exaggerated play, 
develop into a German Shakespeare. Or he might 
become a German Ibsen, seeker after the truth, 
inconvenient or even scandalous though it might be. 
The Messiah of naturalism had arrived! 


Brahm, the son of the Hamburg small business- 
man Abrahamsohn, could be trusted, for he was not 
only equipped with great learning, but was also gifted 
with an unerringly keen feeling for dramatic values. 
In the same year, 1889, he, with a few equally ideal- 
istic friends, had founded the organization Freie 
Buehne (Free Stage), with the purpose of perform- 
ing, for its members only, plays of such advanced 
ideas, that would never be permitted in a public 
theater. Vor Sonnenaufgang caused a storm of indig- 
nation: a father who is a drunken beast—a girl to be 
married to the idiot son of a neighbor who lives in 
adultery with her mother—a Socialist agitator who, 
betrothed to the girl, forsakes her when he sees the 
poisonous atmosphere of her surroundings—the cries 
of a woman in labor behind the scene and a suicide 
on the stage—this was more than the reactionary 
Prussian Junkers, and their willing tools, the critics 
and policemen, could stomach. Yet in the battle 
that ensued, the board of the Freie Buehne firmly 
stuck to Hauptmann. Beside Brahm, they were the 
critic Maximilian Harden, the playwright Ludwig 
Fulda, the humorist Julius Stettenheim, the lawyer 
Jonas, the journalist Theodore Wolff (who later be- 
came editor-in-chief of the Berliner Tageblatt) and 
the publisher Samuel Fischer, also the non-Jewish 
critics Heinrich and Julius Hart and Paul Schlenther. 
Hauptmann’s “Social Drama” actually prepared the 
German stage for the modern serious play, and 
Brahm, the spiritus rector of the Freie Buehne, had 
every reason to be proud of the accomplishment of 
his theater in presenting this play. 


Assuming the direction of the Deutsches Theater 
(1894), and a decade later of the Lessing Theater in 
Berlin, this stalwart protagonist of naturalism made 
the two theaters temples of the Hauptmann cult. He 
opened the Deutsches Theater to the revolutionary 
Weavers (1894) and to the drama of the Peasants’ 
Revolt of 1525, Florian Geyer (1896). The title 
role of an aristocrat, who makes common cause with 
the peasants, was created by Emanuel Reicher, a 
Galician Jew, the first adequate player of Ibsenian 
parts, who had given up pompous over-acting for the 
naturalistic portrayal of human beings. Fahrmann 
Henschel, Rose Bernd, Und Pippa tanzt, and many 
other plays followed, most of them confided to 
the care of master Brahm—until, in 1912, death re- 
moved Hauptmann’s strongest supporter from the 
scene. The actor Reicher did not exaggerate when, 
on Brahm’s 50th birthday, he made the statement: 
“Ohne Brahm kein Hauptmann!” (Without Brahm 
—no Hauptmann. ) 
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Germany’s outstanding literati, such as the his- 
torian of literature Erich Schmidt, the dramatists 
Hermann Sudermann and Max Halbe, the critic 
Hermann Bahr and the theater director Paul Schlen- 
ther were assembled around his bier. Hauptmann 
spoke of the unbreakable link that had united him 
with Brahm during 25 years of work and hardship: 
“The work of this man was partly my work, and my 
work was partly his. This profoundly valuable man 
was distinguished by the special German qualities 
of idealism, not of a vague idealism, but of one 
deeply rooted, conducive to the fulfillment of duty 
and to circumspection.” But today the name of this 
Ritter vom deutschen Geist (Knight of the German 
Spirit), as he was called by the dramatist, of this 
champion of Ibsen and of the German naturalist 
playwrights is eradicated from German text-books 
and from the mind of the “intelligentsia.” 


“As for me, I have lost in the person of Samuel 
Fischer a sincere friend who was always deeply and 
faithfully attached to me, and whose name cannot be 
omitted from the story of my life. Now he is, where 
there are neither nations nor parties .. . in that realm 
where all of us, without exception, will have to fol- 
low him.” Thus wrote Hauptmann in the November 
issue (1934) of Die Neue Rundschau, house organ of 
the S. Fischer Verlag, one of the most distinguished 
literary magazines of Germany. In his obituary, he 
had emphasized the importance of the S. Fischer 
publishing house for the development of contem- 
porary German literature and for the spreading of 
Nordic literature in Germany. Fischer, he stressed, 
had built this firm with wnendlicher Liebe. The fol- 
lowing issue of the magazine was entirely dedicated 
to the memory of the deceased publisher. Among 
the writers of heart-felt obituaries were such out- 
standing Gentile authors as Rudolf S. Binding, Hans 
Carossa, Otto Flake, Hermann Hesse, and Oskar 
Loerke. 


It was an act of courage on the part of these 
writers to confess their attachment, their indebted- 
ness to a dead Jew—almost two years after Hitler 
had become the chancellor of the Reich. It was 
also a manifesto of remorse—and a faint protest 
against the racial policy of the Third Reich. All of 
these Gentile necrologists, however, had preferred to 
connive at the Nazi philosophy and, superficially at 
least, to do in Naziland as the Nazis do, rather than 
to seek refuge in the democratic world like Thomas 
Mann, whose works had also been published by 
S. Fischer. Mann wrote a moving obituary in a 
Swiss paper, which was reprinted in the memorial 
issue. It is well known that the Nazis, through the 
historian of literature, Paul Fechter, had approached 
the Nobel Prize winner Mann in 1933, in vain trying 
to persuade him to make peace with Nazism (and 
gently overlooking the fact that his wife was Jewish). 

By 1933 Hauptmann had his entire output—about 
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50 books—published by S. Fischer, who, in addition, 
issued his Complete Works, his Collected Works, 
his Selected Works in several editions, and many 
biographical and literary studies on Hauptmann. 
True, it was no risk to publish the works of the 
Nobel Prize winner (although their quality rapidly 
deteriorated in the ’twenties), though it had been a 
different matter when Fischer had dared to publish 
Vor Sonnenauf gang, Das Friedensfest, Einsame Men- 
schen and the other early works of the tall, fair-haired, 
decidedly uninteresting Silesian “country-boy.” Sam- 
uel Fischer was born in 1859 in a small town in 
Slovakia and went to the German capital in his early 
twenties. In 1886 he established his publishing 
house which he developed into the largest and most 
distinguished firm of Central Europe. Fischer was 
particularly fortunate in his discoveries of little 
known writers. Among his authors were the Jews 
Richard Beer-Hofmann, Arthur Schnitzler and Jacob 
Wassermann, and the non-Jews Hermann Bahr, 
Hugo von Hofmannsthal (who, however, was de- 
scended from a Viennese Jewish banker), Haupt- 
mann, Hermann Hesse, Bernard Kellermann, Thomas 
Mann and Hermann Stehr; he introduced the German 
public to Joseph Conrad, G. B. Shaw, Lytton Strachey, 
Leo Tolstoy, Emile Zola, and especially to a galaxy of 
Nordic writers, such as Henrik Ibsen, BjOrnstjerne 
BjOrnson, Knut Hamsun and Arne Garborg. Haupt- 
mann, who liked to travel and to live as a grand- 
seigneur, was constantly in need of money — and 
“Sami” Fischer advanced it. 

Not long after Hitler’s assumption of power the 
firm was “aryanized.” It refrained from publishing 
typical Nazi literature, though. Astonishingly, it 
published in the pogrom year, 1933, the decidedly 
Jewish drama, Der junge David, by Richard Beer- 
Hofmann, the Austrian Jewish poet. In 1935; Gott- 
fried Bermann, after the death of his father-in-law, 
old Samuel Fischer, severed his last connections with 
the firm and moved to Vienna where he established a 
new publishing-house, the Bermann-Fischer-Verlag, 
which had among its authors some of the authors of 
S. Fischer, like the exile Thomas Mann and the late 
Arthur Schnitzler. When, in 1938, the Nazis in- 
vaded Austria, the firm moved to Stockholm. Its 
main office is now located in New York. But the S. 
Fischer Verlag still exists in Berlin, although, just 
recently, it dropped its unpleasantly Jewish name, 
and is now the Peter Suhrkamp Verlag. Habent sua 
fata... 

* * * 

“I don’t quite understand this man Fischer,” Moritz 
Heimann used to wonder, “he hardly ever finishes 
a book—and yet he knows perfectly what it is all 
about.” This Heimann, who was employed as the 
reader of the firm from 1898 to his death in 1925, 
was the friend and mentor of practically all modern 
German authors that have achieved fame. This 
Prussian Jew looked up to his brother-in-law, Gerhart 
Hauptmann, as the great master and example. 
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Heimann was a tragic character. Acting as a sort 
of literary midwife to a dozen or more headliners, he 
was never successful with his own books and always 
lived in modest circumstances. His psychological 
drama, Das Weib des Akiba, better suited for reading 
than for the stage, and his cultivated prose (short 
stories and essays) were appreciated by only a few 
connoisseurs. Moreover, a conflict between the faith- 
ful Jew and the German or rather Prussian patriot 
raged in his soul, although he pretended to have 
found a healthy solution: “Es ist nichts Unnatuer- 
liches darin, seine Bahn mit zwei Mittelpunkten zu 
laufen; einige Kometen tun es und die Planeten alle’ 
(there is nothing unnatural in running one’s course 
with two centers—that’s what several comets and all 
planets do). 

Fortunately he was spared seeing the collapse of 
his Weltanschauung in the turmoil of 1933. It 
would have killed him as it broke the spirit of another 
writer who thought he would be able to live as a 
German and as a Jew: Jacob Wassermann. If Hei- 
mann had been able to stand this great disaster, the 
betrayal and self-betrayal of his master Hauptmann 
would have been the last straw. 

¥ * * 

But there are numerous other Jews who helped 
the Aryan Hauptmann on his path to immortality. 
Some of them have died, like Leo Berg, the crippled 
starveling, chairman of the Berlin literary avant- 
guardist society Durch, of which Hauptmann was a 
member. Berg was an ardent champion of social 
naturalism—were he alive, he too would soon be 
eighty; or the great Danish critic, Georg Brandes, 
herald of modernism and friend of all new trends 
in literature, who encouraged the struggling Haupt- 
mann with a long letter of appreciation. Alfred 
Kerr, the most brilliant dramatic critic of pre-Hitler 
Germany (Berliner Tageblatt), whose powerful pen 
had so often decided the success of a Hauptmann 
play, is now an exile in London; when he learned of 
his friend’s betrayal of his political ideals to the 
Nazis, he wrote an open letter, scornfully and woe- 
fully bidding him farewell. Refugees in this country 
are Max Reinhardt who took over the Deutsches 
Theater from Brahm, to whose naturalist dogma he 
was diametrically opposed, and Leopold Jessner, 
director of the Berlin Schauspielhaus, who staged 
Hauptmann’s plays with an unforgettable artistry. 

One wonders whether Hauptmann could think of 
them without shame when, on his seventy-fifth birth- 
day, he made a short wave broadcast, with the blessing 
of Gauleiter Bohle, of a message to the “Auslanddeut- 
sche” (the Germans living abroad), praising the 
cultural and social achievements of the Third Reich. 
He cannot have forgotten the name of Ludwig Lew- 
isohn, who understandingly translated most of his 
works into English. Finally, when learning of the 
pogroms of November, 1939, the destruction of 
hundreds of synagogues, the slaughter of hundreds 
of thousands of Jews in Eastern Europe—can he 
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have obliterated the fact that it was chiefly Jews 
who attended his plays when the German “Untertan” 
refused to have anything to do with this preacher of 
“radicalism, anti-Christianity and immorality?” 
Hauptmann’s tragedy and crime is the tragedy and 
crime of the German intellectual after 1848, Jz 
trahison des clercs, as this self-betrayal of ideals was 
termed by the French-Jewish philosopher Julien 
Benda. He refused to take upon himself the respon- 
sibility of a “Denker” (thinker) , he wanted to be free 
of any political or moral obligations in the sole 
capacity of a “Dichter” (poet). “Politik ist ein Reich, 
in dem Gerhart Hauptmann sich nicht wohl fuehlt” 
(politics is a realm where Gerhart Hauptmann is not 
at ease), remarked Joseph Chapiro, his Jewish-born 
Boswell. His friends did not recognize this fact 
when they expected him, the internationally known 
Nobel Prize winner, to protest openly against the 
persecution of liberals, Socialists and Jews in the 
Third Reich, as Tolstoy or Zola would have done. 


This does not necessarily imply that Hauptmann 
feels happy in the Third Reich. Actually, despite 
the honors officially bestowed upon him, he is being 
eyed with suspicion and even with contempt by 
the younger generation of Nazis who cannot forgive 
him his association with the Jewish intellectuals and 
the Weimar republic—whose Poet Laureate he was. 
They laugh at his crude literary attempt towards 
“Gleichschaltung” (Die goldene Harfe, 1933). 
Travelling abroad, Hauptmann was bound to notice 
that his former friends did not care to meet him. 
Erika Mann relates how her father and Hauptmann 
happened to be at a Zurich tailor shop at the same 
time. Asked by the proprietor, not without malice, 
whether he would like to say “Hello” to the other 
“lion,” Thomas Mann refused, and the old Silesian’s 
reaction to a similar proposal by the tailor was a 
cautious “Better wait till times have changed a bit.” 

Times will change. But nothing will wipe from 
the book of history the betrayal of their ideals by 
German intellectuals in the crucial era of Hitlerism. 
Nothing, not even Nazi text books, will make the 
world forget that during the “German-Jewish epoch” 
of Jewish history (starting with Moses Mendelssohn's 
settlement in Berlin and ending with the burning 
of books under the supervision of Dr. Goebbels), 
Jews were unselfishly serving the interests of the 
German nation, contributing lavishly and joyfully to 
German culture. In 1933 this German nation, or 
rather those who had managed to overpower it, de- 
cided that this one percent had to be annihilated: 
“Der Mohr hat seine Schuldigkeit getan, der Mohr 
kann gehen.” No one is better fitted to testify that 
the Jews of Germany had performed their task most 
faithfully, disregarding danger and disadvantage, than 
Hauptmann. 

But the “Sage of Agnetendorf” preferred to con- 
done the Nazi crimes while wearing the stony mask 
of an Olympian. 
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BOOKS 


A JEWRY IN THE MAKING 


THE AMERICAN JEW. A COMPOSITE PORTRAIT. 
Edited by Oscar I. JANowsKy. Harper and Brothers 
Publishers. 322 pp. $2.50. 


Few of us are used to thinking of American Jewry in 
terms of an organic unit with a distinct history and a 
physiognomy of its own. Now and then we speak of 
American Jewry with regard to some of its individual as- 
pects, but, for the most part, we have a vague idea that it 
is a formless mass, at best in the process of being welded 
into an organism. 

The book before us is based on a thesis that American 
Jewry constitutes an organic community and that there 
is an organic inter-relation not only among its various 
parts, but also between the early forms of Jewish com- 
munal life as practised by the Portuguese Jewish arrivals 
in colonial days and the latest form as seen in the com- 
munity centers, and also between the main currents of 
American life generally and the forms of Jewish life in 
this country. We see emerging out of the ten essays by 
various writers the delineations of an individual Jewish com- 
munity with characteristics and tendencies of its own. 


First came the Portuguese Jews and Marranos, mostly 
from South America, nursing their proud memories of 
martyrdom and sterling loyalties, but too few in number 
and possessed of too little Jewish knowledge to make a 
creative contribution to Jewish life. Yet they carried the 
torch of Jewishness and now and then a dreamer arose 
among them who looked beyond the immediate horizon 
and saw the coming of a Jewish Palestine reestablished or 
felt the pulse of world Jewry more strongly than others. 
Now and then this community was re-invigorated by the 
accession of Jews from non-Sephardic communities. 

Then came the German Jews whose enterprising com- 
mercial spirit laid the foundation of Jewish economy and 
who brought with them the nineteenth century ideas of 
liberalism and rationalism in religion and in politics, and 
who created the first great philanthropic and communal 
institutions of American Jewry. 

The East European Jews who came here in large masses 
at the end of the nineteenth and at the beginning of the 
twentieth centuries brought with them a strong sense of 
folk-life, and a variety of folk-ways form the most orthodox 
traditions to the latest secular nationalism, modern So- 
cialistic ideas and the beginnings of a Zionist mass-move- 
ment. In spite of the constant strife and distrust between 
the newer immigrants and the German Jews, the former 
had to fit into the economic and communal forms of Jew- 
ish life prepared for them by the latter to a very consider- 
able extent and there has been a constant mutual influence 
between the two. 

Today we have here the largest Jewish community in 
the world, consisting largely of people of East European 
antecedents, but strongly influenced by its American en- 
vironment and by the history and development of the earlier 
Jewish communities in this country. There emerges a 
type of Jew whose language is English but who still re- 
members some Yiddish and who is keenly aware of the 
cultural value of Hebrew, who, out of the many conflicting 
ideologies brought from Europe by various types of im- 
migrants, is, without any conscious design, making an 
eclectic selection of a general ideology which suits his 
temperament and his environment; a type of Jew who 
feels thoroughly at home in his American homeland but 
who is also interested in the fate of European Jewry and 
sees in the upbuilding of a Jewish Palestine a promise of 
spiritual values for himself and his children in this country. 
It is a Jewry whose economic life follows a certain pattern 
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which is, however, undergoing changes from decade to de- 
cade; a Jewry becoming articulate in expressing its life 
in art and letters, and building up institutions of philan- 
thropy and mutual help which are gradually assuming more 
and more of a cultural character. 


This is the general picture one gathers form the book. 
Its great merit lies in its comprehensiveness, although two 
serious omissions in it are difficult to forgive: it has no 
chapters on either the Jewish labor movement or the Yid- 
dish press, two powerful influences in shaping the character 
of American Jewry. The book has some other faults which 
seem to be part of its general pattern, since they run 
through most of the chapters. There is too labored an 
emphasis on the indigenous American element in Amer- 
ican Jewish life and, conversely, a tendecy to play down 
the European background. There is just as labored an 
emphasis on an optimistic outlook. One gets the impression 
that Louis Brandeis and Henrietta Szold—both of whom 
are all but canonized in the book—are the creators of the 
American Zionist movement and one sees the average run 
of American Jew today as nearly a direct descendant of 
the Portuguese Marranos who came here from Brazil in 
colonial days. The ever-recurrent optimistic incantations 
in the book, often interspersed with florid similes, mar some 
of the most valuable contributions. We have another proof 
that American Jewry, though maturing, has not as yet 
grown up to the state of being able to indulge in healthy 
self-criticism. 

If the reader does nothing else about the book, he ought 
to read Oscar Janowsky’s Historical Backgrounds. Even 
if he is squeamish about stereotyped optimism and cliches 
of style, he will enjoy the marvelously condensed and 
clearly presented historical picture of American Jewry. 

David de Sola Pool does not conceal his own personal 
views and advocates a doctrine which few will be inclined 
to accept—he would like to go as far as to substitute the 
synagogue for the Zionist district. But his article (Judaism 
and the Synagogue) contains valuable informative material 
lucidly and rather pleasantly presented. 

It is difficult to wax enthusiastic over I. B. Berkson’s 
chapter on Jewish Education. It is too technical for the 
general reader (it even contains a proposed curriculum) 
and too elementary for the experienced educationist. The 
article, like so many on the subject of Jewish education, 
has not failed to mention John Dewey and Bialik’s Mathmid 
and its general quality is much lower than one would expect 
of the author. 

Marie Syrkin’s contribution on The Cultural Scense is 
very good, especially in the section dealing with American 
fiction written by Jews about Jews. We learn that the 
literary output of American Jewish writers has not reached 
the heights attained by Yiddish writers in this country— 
except possibly in the field of the drama, and that there is 
an emergence of a group of Anglo-Jewish writers in Amer- 
ica, though its physiognomy has not as yet assumed definite 
forms and the great novel on Jewish life in America is 
yet to be produced. 

Abraham S. Halkin’s chapter on Hebrew in Jewish 
Culture is a fairly adequate presentation of facts in con- 
nection with the growth of Hebrew literature and language 
among a comparatievly small but persistent and interesting 
group in this country. 

Except for the apparently prescribed optimistic exhorta- 
tions, Abraham G. Duker does not offer much interpreta- 
tion in his chapter on the Structure of the Jewish Com- 
munity. But the facts are so well marshalled and so lucidly 
presented that the pattern emerges without any effort on 
the part of the author to point it out. We see the parochial 
synagogue community of the early Sephardim gradually 
giving way to the fraternal and philanthropic organizations 
of the German Jews who are more scattered in the country 
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and less uniform in their religious beliefs than their pre- 
decessors. We see the Landsmanschaften of the Yiddish- 
speaking Jews gradually merging with larger national or- 
ganizations and we see the emergence of new communal 
forms suited to the needs of the evolving type of the average 
American Jew. We see the growing emphasis on deeper 
spiritual and cultural values and the vague outlines of~a 
Jewish folklife in America. 

Nathan Reich’s chapter on Economic Trends is the only 
one in the book written with scientific detachment. Reich 
has a thesis—that the concentration of Jews in certain in- 
dustries is not the result of any inherent Jewish wickedness 
and is not in itself a wicked thing. But his thesis is bolstered 
by facts, he does not offer any assurances that our realiza- 
tion of the facts as they are will save us from anti-Semitism 
and in estimating possible future trends he does not leave 
out of account the prospect of increased anti-Semitic feel- 
ing in this country. 

Jacob Weinstein’s chapter on Anti-Semitism is excellent 
and is the best-written essay in the whole volume. Its only 
fault is that it really does not belong there. An analysis 
of anti-Semitism itself, no matter how brilliant, coupled 
with recommendations as to combating it in the future, 
does not contribute to our understanding of the American 
Jewish scene. Anti-Semitism forms a very considerable 
part of the American Jew’s consciousness, often being the 
prevalent element of his whole Jewish mentality. An 
analysis of that consciousness and of the Jew’s reaction to 
anti-Semitism would help us form a picture of the Amer- 
ican Jew and would constitute a very important part in a 
Composite Portrait of The American Jew. 

Instead of having a rabbi discuss religious currents in 
Jewish life and a layman discuss other ideologies, the edit- 
Ors present us with two theological discussions, one by 
David de Sola Pool, the other by Milton Steinberg. The 
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latter is more philosophic, more comprehensive and more 
brilliant than the former. But the former has the advantage 
of unpretentiousness: it is frankly a conservative rabbi of 
the Sabato Morais school pleading for his brand of religion. 
Milton Steinberg, however, while scrutinizing every Jewish 
ideology in America, religious and secular, makes a plea 
for Reconstructionism which is less in place. Milton Stein- 
berg’s Current Philosophies of Jewish Life in America con- 
tains excellent passages in which the problem of assimila- 
tion versus Jewish survival in America is discussed and 
in which the various religious and non-religious Jewish 
ideologies in America are presented to the intelligent but 
uninformed reader. 

A rather hysterical outcry quoted from Ludwig Lewisohn’s 
early Zionist writings heads a sober and intelligently pre- 
sented account of Zionism in American Jewish Life by 
Sulamith Schwartz. The sections on the forerunners of the 
Zionist movement—Mordecai Emanuel Noah and Emma 
Lazarus—are especially interesting. The picture of the ef- 
fect of Zionist work on the communal life of American 
Jewry is the most valuable contribution of the chapter. But 
the story of the Zionist movement in America suffers from 
the defects pointed out in the opening paragraphs of this 
review. Thus the split between Weizmaan and Brandeis 
in 1921 is not mentioned. 

It is difficult to subscribe to Oscar Janowsky’s statement 
in the Conclusion that the authors have “withstood the 
temptation to sermonize” or that it takes a “careful reader” 
to discern in Milton Steinberg’s essay a preference for 
Reconstructionism. Nevertheless, the cumulative effect of 
the book justifies his assertion: “And yet it has unity, both 
unity of structure and of conception.” The value of the 
book is more in its cumulative effect on the reader than 
in the merit of its individual contributions. 

M. Z. FRANK. 
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National Labor Committee for Palestine 


AUN A 


Histadrut War Effort, 

Plight of European Jewry, 
Intensified American Campaign 
Foci of Annual Convention 

The 18th annual convention of the 
N. L. C., held November 28 and 29, at 
the Hotel Commodore and Carnegie 
Hall, New York, concentrated on the 
study of the Histadrut role in the war, 
the recent disclosures of the Nazi plan 
to exterminate European Jewry, and 
the plans for increasing the practical 
support of American Jewry for the 
Palestine labor movement. 2,500 dele- 
gates, representing nearly 1,000 organ- 
izations, attended the two-day conven- 
tion, which was addressed by leaders of 
the Histadrut, the American labor 
movement, and numerous Zionist and 
Jewish folk organizations. 

A full report of the convention ap- 
pears in the December issue of the 
Histadrut Bulletin. The following 
summary touches on the highlights of 
the conclave: 

Oneg Shabbat Luncheon at which 
Rabbi Maurice Eisendrath, Alexander 
Kahn, Jacob S. Potofsky and David 
Wertheim evaluated the work of His- 
tadrut, as viewed by liberal American 
rabbis, labor leaders and Labor Zion- 
ists. Morris Feinstone, secretary of the 
United Hebrew Trades, was toast- 
master. 

Round Table Discussions at which 
the Trade Union Division, Jewish 
National Workers’ Alliance, Poale 
Zion, Pioneer Women, Left Poale 
Zion, League for Labor Palestine and 
Workmen’s Circle Division planned 
their forthcoming drives for the His- 
tadrut. 

Carnegie Hall Festive Opening at 
which over 3,000 delegates and guests 
heard a declaration addressed to Presi- 
dent Roosevelt and the American 
people, read by Isidore Nagler. Prin- 
cipal addresses were delivered by Mat- 
thew Woll, Hayim Greenberg and 
Reinhold Niebuhr. Joseph Schlossberg 
presided. An oratorio, “In the End of 
the Days,” was presented by a group of 
New York artists. 

Annual Reports at the Sunday busi- 
ness sessions. Isaac Hamlin told how 
the National Labor Committee for Pal- 
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estine raised $571,000, an increase of 


. $93,000 over the previous year. Israel 


Mereminski vividly described the prac- 


tical work of Histadrut, and declared 


that mass immigration to Palestine was 
the most pressing need of the hour. 

Resolutions were adopted in keep- 
ing with the spirit of the two-day 
series of deliberations. The major dec- 
laration denounced the annihilation of 
Jews by Hitler, called for maximum 
efforts to hasten the victorious end of 
the war, and outlined an 8-point pro- 
gram of the Histadrut that required 
the aid of American Jewry. The con- 
vention adopted a quota of $1,000,000 
for the coming year. 

Officers Elected. The new adminis- 
tration elected by the convention in- 
cludes: Joseph Schlossberg, national 
chairman; Joseph Breslaw, Louis Hol- 
lander, Alexander Kahn, Saul Metz, 
Isidore Nagler, David Pinski, Alex 
Rose; Dvora Rothbard, Louis Segal, 
Herman Seidel, David Wertheim, co- 
chairmen; Morris Feinstone, chairman 
of administrative committee; Max Zar- 
itsky, national treasurer; Abraham Mil- 
ler, associate treasurer; Isaac Hamlin, 
national secretary and Harry Arial, 
associate secretary. 


From Coast to Coast 


New York: William Green and 
Philip Murray are sponsors of the 
seventh annual Trade Union Music 
Festival slated for the Metropolitan 
Opera House on January 31. Joseph 
Breslaw and Saul Metz head the ar- 
rangements committee, which will also 
issue the 1943 Histadrut Yearbook .. . 
Philadelphia: Wayim Greenberg ad- 
dressed a luncheon sponsored by prom- 
inent Philadelphia rabbis and educa- 
tors on December 22. The Council of 
Jewish Folk Organizations, after stag- 
ing a gigantic Chanuka Festival at- 
tended by 3,000 Histadrut friends, has 
embarked on a fund-raising effort . . . 
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Cleveland: Dr. Nahum Goldmann will 
address the “Freedom Dinner” mark- 
ing the end of the Cleveland Histadrut 
Campaign on January 31. A rally of 
young Zionists during Chanuka was 
attended by 400 members of Habonim, 
Hashomer Hatzair, Avukah and other 
youth groups . . . St. Lowis: A check of 
$13,000 for the Histadrut was pre- 
sented at the wind-up affair December 
13, where Dr. Solomon Goldman was 
principal speaker. The outstanding 
pledges are expected to raise the total 
to $15,000 . . . Chicago: Dr. David 
Rebelsky reports that all divisions are 
at the peak of their activities, and are 
energetically seeking to reach their 
$1000,000 goal . . . Minneapolis: The 
campaign ended with a wind-up func- 
tion at which Max Alper of Chicago 
was principal speaker. A sum of 
$5,000 was netted . . . Los Angeles: 
The city-wide conference on Decem- 
ber 27th was addressed by Baruch 
Zuckerman and Rabbi Max Nuss- 
baum, of Hollywood’s Temple Israel. 
Charles Brown is chairman of the Paci- 
fic coast region . . . Boston: The Trades 
and Professional division, headed by 
Fred Monosson has given the drive a 
flying start by turning in $20,000 thus 
far. 


Israel Mereminski 
To Tour Canada 

A Histadrut delegate will visit Can- 
ada for the first time since the out- 
break of the war when Israel Meremin- 
ski will conduct an extensive tour in 
the country during January and Febru- 
ary. The tour will cover the eastern 
provinces and reach to the far west. 
Cities and dates announced so far in- 
clude: Montreal, January 3-6; Toronto, 
8-12; Fort Williams, 14; Winnipeg, 
16-19; Regina, 20-21; Saskatoon, 24- 
25; Calgary, 27-28; Edmonton, Janu- 
ary 31, February 1-2; and Vancouver, 
February 5-7. 
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EXTRACTS FROM DECLARATION 


Bound by the same destiny, and loyal to the same hopes 
as the millions of homeless, defenseless, enslaved and per- 
secuted families of the massacred Jews under the Axis, 
we express our grief at the barbaric treatment meted out 
to them by the Axis minions. We implore the American 
Government, as well as all the Allied peoples, not to delay 
until the end of the war the punishment of those who have 
been guilty of these outrages against the thousands of 
Jews who are being exterminated hourly. 

There can be no equanimity as long as the enemy pro- 
ceeds with bis diabolical plan to wipe out the Jews within 
his grip. The democracies cannot make peace with the 
thought that no counter-action can be taken even during 
the war, to forestall the execution of these innocent vic- 
tims of Nazi brutality. 

Shocked by the annihilation of Jewish community life 
in Europe, the disintegration of Jewish families, and the 
ruination of millions of Jews, we extend, in this desperate 
hour our hand in unity, and hope for the speedy rescue 
of Jewish martyrs form the Hitlerite and Fascist yoke. We 
send greetings and encouragement to our wandering 
brothers wherever bitter fate has dispersed them. 

After 18 years of loyal cooperation with the Histadrut 
in Palestine, inspired by the immigration of pioneers and 
their great social achievements embodied in the new col- 
lective and cooperative forms of the Jewish labor move- 
ment, we herewith express our keenest apperciation of 
the valuable war effort and constructive endeavors of the 
Histadrut, especially during the past year. We shall never 
forget how the determined labor movement in Palestine 
kept alive the stream of immigration even after the 
“Struma” tragedy; how it courageously continued to colonize 
new stretches of land in the face of imminent danger of 
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an Axis invasion; how it mobilized its man-power and 
woman-power to assure, together with the Allies, a victory 
in Syria, Egypt, and North Africa. 

We greet the Histadrut, the fount of Jewish courage 
and perseverance, which has through its voluntary enlist- 
ments induced other sectors of the Yishuv to respond to 
the call for recruits; has transformed most of its able- 
bodied members into Home Guards, supernumerary po- 
lice, constabulary, sea scouts, and commando units; has 
mobilized working and student youth for agricultural labor 
and defense, so that not a single acre of Jewish arable land 
would lie fallow during wartime, or that a single able- 
bodied person should go idle. 

The 18th Convention of the National Labor Committee 
for Palestine calls upon the Jews of America to assume 
as an urgent war duty a program of constant moral and 
material support to the Histadrut, and to render it uninter- 
rupted political aid in achieving the following: 

(1) Continued voluntary enlistment in the struggle against 
the Axis, in Jewish military units, at home and with 
the United Nations forces at the front; 


Combating the decrees of the appeasers and their 
partnership with Arab reactionaries as expressed in 
the White Paper of 1939; 


The absorption of Jewish immigrants, pioneers and 
refugees, during the war; 

The planning and concrete preparation for enabling 
large-scale Jewish immigration into Palestine after 
the war; 

The planning and execution of new colonization 
projects, cultivation of new land areas, devising new 
technical means, and fructifying the land for the 
entire Jewish people; 

The strengthening of the defense system and security 
of Palestine; 

The extension of the cooperative and collective net- 
work in agriculture as the basic form of life for the 
absorption of millions of future settlers; 

The promotion of economic and cultural cooperation 
with Arab peasants and city workers, in a constant 
effort to raise the living standards of millions of 
Jews and Arabs. 


(2) 


(3) 
(4) 


(5) 


(6) 
(7) 


(8) 


The Convention expresses its belief that not only the 
Jewish mases, but also the entire democratic American 
public will follow the example of the American Federation 
of Labor and the British labor movement, who have en- 
couraged the pioneers of Jewish rebirth in their effort to 
realize the full intent and purpose of the Balfour Declara- 
tion and the Palestine Mandate, which have been endorsed 
by the American Government. 


America, which is fighting today under the leadership 
of a great emancipator, President Roosevelt, for the libera- 
tion of all peoples, will surely support our just demand 
that Jewish immigration into Palestine and Jewish colon- 
ization in that country be regulated by the accredited 
Jewish authority, in accordance with the needs of the 
Jewish people, the growing economic capacity of Palestine, 
and with the maximum international cooperation after the 
war. 


Lt us strengthen our comrades in Palestine, whose one 
hand wields the weapons of war and the instruments of 
peaceful upbuilding, and the other paves the way for 
absorbing millions of Jews who will and must come to 
redeem themselves with sweat and blood on the free soil 
of the Jewish homeland, Palestine. 


We hail every pioneering deed of the Jewish people in 
Palestine and wherever they may be! 
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Special Transmission 
Of $5,000 Sent To : 
Working Women’s Council 
The following cable was received 
from the Working Women’s Council 
(Moatzath Hapoaloth) : 
“Overwhelmed by disaster of 
Diaspora. Democracy must inter- 
vene rescue Jewry, especially 
transfer children to Palestine and 
elsewhere. All our institutions are 
ready to receive women, youth, 
children refugees. Urge our mem- 
bers and friends to help us by ex- 
panding and strengthening activi- 
ties to make possible their entry 
into Palestine.” 
In response to this cable, the Pio- 
neer Women’s Organization transmit- 
ted $5,000 to the Moatzath Hapoaloth. 


Action On Nasi Atrocities 


Following the reports on the Nazi 
atrocities, confirmed by the State De- 
partment, the Pioneer Women’s Or- 
ganization immediately mobilized it- 
self, together with the whole Labor 
Zionist movement, to arouse public 
opinion to protest the crime. 

The Pioneer Women’s Organization 
has taken an active part in the various 
Conferences called by the Labor Zion- 
ist movement, the American Jewish 
Congress, and Jewish Women’s Organ- 
izations. An individual letter was sent 
to every member in the organization, 
calling for the support of our action 
and urging that steps be taken to 
arouse their communities, particularly 


State Department confirms 

the evidence of mass exter- 

mination of European Jews 
by the Nazis. 


Read the Special 
Documentary Issue 
OF 


e 
Jewish Frontier 
ON 
“JEWS UNDER THE AXIS” 
published November, 1941 
a 
BUNDLE ORDERS STILL FILLED 
Special Rates for Organizations 


S 
For Details Write To: 


JEWISH FRONTIER 
275 Seventh Avenue 
New York City 








SSSQQqqq 


UONQOROOAETNQONEDSLYSNENESELLOQEOEOO A LUGUOEGAG OSLO 


women’s organizations, to voice their 
sympathy and protest. 

In conjunction with the Conference 
Committee of National Jewish Wom- 
en’s Organizations, a resolution of pro- 
test was sent to the President, Secretary 
of State Cordell Hull, prominent wom- 
en in American community life, and 
American women’s organizations and 
their memberships. This resolution 
was also sent to our clubs, asking them 
to contact other women’s organizations 
in their cities, to take action and adopt 
a similar resolution. 

Further action is being taken to 
arouse the conscience of the American 
people. 


Pioneer Women Contribute 
$2,500 to the United 
Jewish War Effort 


In line with the pledge of the Pio- 
neer Women’s Organization to raise 
$10,000 for the United Jewish Wor 
Effort, Dvorah Rothbard, National 
Secretary, presented a check for $2,500 
to Dr. Stephen Wise, Chairman of the 
U. J. W. E, at the Victory Dinner, 
arranged by the Campaign, at the 
Hotel Commodore, on Sunday, Decem- 
ber 20th. Of this sum, $2,000 is for a 
Medical Field Unit for the Russian 
Army, in the name of the Pioneer 
Women, and $500 is for a room in a 
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nursery in China. Last year $3,000 was 
contributed for a room in the Sara 
Delano Roosevelt Nursing Home in 
England. 

This is the initial payment on the 
pledge, which is well on its way to 
complete fulfillment. 


Representation At Conferences 


The National Executive of the Pio- 
neer Women’s Organization was repre- 
sented at the “Land for Freedom” Con- 
ference of the Jewish National Fund, 
which took place on December 26th 
and 27th, by Dunia Margolis, National 
Chairman for J. N. F., and the follow- 
ing members of our Detroit clubs: 
Hannah Michlin, Sophie Siegel, Emma 
Schrier, and Adele Salinger. 

The National Executive was repre- 
sented at the Geverkshaften Campaign 
which took place in New York on 
November 28th and 29th by the fol- 
lowing delegates: Anna Schlossberg, 
Chana Waxberg, Chaya Ehrenreich, 
Sophie Udin, Sonia Lehr, Sonia Kam- 
inetsky, Blanche Mogil. The Conven- 
tion was greeted by the National Sec- 
retary, Dvorah Rothbard. 


In connection with the Convention, 
a Conference of the Pioneer Women 
delegates was held at the Commodore 
Hotel, on Saturday afternoon, Novem- 
ber 28th, in which several cities were 
represented, and on which occasion re- 
ports of activities in their respective 
cities were presented by the delegates. 
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